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42 a Point in Chronolo | 

| 8Y, 
about which the Learned, even 
to this Day, are greatly divided; 
and by that Means to vindicate 
Two of our Sacred and divine- 
ly-inſpired Writers from a Charge 
of Inconſiſtency with one another, 
„„ and 
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vi The Preface. 

and with themſelves ; I ſhall here 
only take the Liberty to premiſe 
ſome few Particulars, which poſſibly 
may help, to enable ſome of my 
Readers to peruſe them with the 
more Eaſe and Satisfaction. 


AND, firſt, I deſire it may be ob- 
ſerved, That the Year which 1 
make uſe of is the Roman or Julian 
Year, commencing the Firſt Day 
of January; and that the Era, 
which I have generally choſen to 
reckon from, is That of the Ciiy of 
Rome according. to the Varronian 
Account; and as Petavins, in his 
excellent Work De Doctrina Tem- 
porum, has 8 and fixed wy 
fame. 


Trae F have, as much as poſſi- 
ble, avoided making uſe of any of 


he 


The Preface. vii 
the other ſubordinate Aras fre- 
quently mentioned by other Writ 


ters on this Subject, ſuch as the 
Anni Juliani; the Anni Auguſti, 
Oc. becauſe to make uſe of many, 
where one will fully anſwer every 
Purpoſe, is, if I may be allowed to 
ſpeak upon my own Experience, 
more apt to perplex than to aſſiſt 
the Generality of Readers. | 


Tuna I have wholly omitted to 
make any Uſe of the Julian Period; 


which conſiſts of 7980 Years ; and 


is produced by the Multiplication 
of 28 the Cyc/e of the Sun, into 19 
the Cyc/e of the Moon, and the 
Product of them into 15, the No- 
man Iudiction. For tho there are 
ſufficient Reaſons in Aſtronomy, to 
induce us to make Uſe of a Period 

; A 4 - reſulting 


ns 


vii The Preface. 
reſulting from the Two firſt of 
theſe Numbers multiplied into one 
another ; yet I know of no good 
Reaſon why we ſhould inlarge the 
ſame, by compounding the Product 
of them with another Number, 
which was arbitrary in its firſt In- 
ſtitution, and which has no Rela- 
tion to, or Connexion with, either 
of the other Two. And as I have 
long been of this Opinion, I have 
lately had the Satisfaction to ob- 
ſerve that I am not ſingular there- 
in. 


Bor if, notwithſtanding, any 
Perſon ſhould be inclined to adjuft 
any Year of the City of Rome, to 
the Years: of any other Period, he 


may eaſily do it, by obſerving, 
That according to our Vulgar Ac- 
count, Our Saviour was born on 
the 


The Preface. Ix 
the 25 Day of December, An. U. 
C. 753: That the Firſt Year of 
our Vulgar Ara commences on 
the Firſt Day of Januar), next at- 
ter the ſaid 25 Day of December; 
and is therefore concurrent with 
the 754 Year of Rome; and that 
the 46* Julian Year, the 44" Year 
of Augu/ius, reckoning from the 
Firſt of January, next after the 
Murder of Julius Ceſar ; and the 
4714 Year of the Julian Period, 
are likewiſe concurrent with the 
754 Year of Rome. And alfo 
that the Firſt Year of the 195% 
Olympiad commences at or about 
the Summer Solſtice in the ſame 
Year-of Rome. 


I MusT likewiſe take the Liber- 
ty to acquaint the Reader, That J 
_ have paſſed by ſeveral Objections, 


both 


XR The Preface. 
both as to the Year, and as to the 
Time of the Year, in which I have 
been induced to fix the Birth of | 
our Bleſſed Sayiour : Not becauſe 
they are unanſwerable, but becauſe 
they either deſerve no Anſwer, or 
have been long ſince fully anſwered 
by others. As for Inſtance ; Sca- 
Ager, who places the Birth of our 
Lord in the 751* Year of Rome, 
thought by calculating the Courſes 
of the Prieſts who waited Weekly, 
and by Turns, in the Temple, he 
had demonſtrably proved, That 
Fohn the Baptiſt was born in April, 
and our Saviour, by conſequence, 
in the following October: But all 
his Arguments upon this Head have 
been long ſince ſolidly confuted, 
both by his learned Antagoniſt, and 
by our own excellent Selden. This, 
Ipreſume, the Learned Author of 
the 


The Preface. * 
the Two Diſſertations upon ihe 
Birth. and Death of Chri/z, lately 
publiſhed, could not be ignorant of; 
and, therefore, I am the more ſur- 
prized to ſee, That he: ſhould take 
ſo. much Pains to: revive it, and ta 
# accommodate it anew to his own 
g Hypotheſis. For, not to inſiſt upon 
8 Scaliger'sas well as his groſs Miſtake, 


5 ; in aſſerting that the Obſervation of 
the 250 Day of December in the 


Church, for the Holy Nativity, 
was founded on this Miſtake, That 
Zacharias, the Father of Fohn the 
Baptiſt, was the High Prieſt, and 
by Virtue of his Office was in the 
Sanctum Sanctorum, offering In- 
cenſe on the great Day of Atone- 
ment, Oc. I ſay, not to inſiſt up: 
on this and ſome other Miſtakes of 
the like Nature, it muſt, ſurely, 
be but a very ſorry ſort. of an Ar; 

giument, 


xi he Preface. 

gument, that can be fitted to Two 
ſuch different Hypotheſes, as that 
of Scaliger, who places the Birth 
of the Son of God in the 75 iſt Year 
of Rome; and that of this Learned 
Author, who contends for the 740 
Year. Nay, I will venture to add 
one Thing more, which, perhaps, 
will give him a meaner Opinion, 
either of this Argument, or of 
his own Sy/tem, than he is yet 
aware of. For, If the main Prin- 
ciple which he argues from may 
be depended upon; to wit, That 
the Prieſts of the Courſe of Joia- 
rib were in waiting, when the 
Temple was burnt by Titus; I 
think a very good Argument might- 
be drawn from thence, not only in 
fayour of the Year of Rome that I 
have fixed upon ; but likewiſe in 


favour of the ſeyeral Days on which 
7 the 


— 


The Preface. xi 
S the Chriſtian Church has always ce- 
jebrated the Nativity of Fohn the 
i Baptiſt, and of our Bleſſed Lord. 
For if the Temple was burnt on the 
S 5 Day of Auguſt, An. U. C. 823. 
as all Sides agree; and if the Courſe 
of Foiarih was then in waiting, as 


our Learned Author ſays it was; 


then it follows neceſſarily, That 
this Courſe entered into waiting 
but the Day before, viz. on the 
Day of Auguſt, which fell out 
on a Saturday that Lear; and, 
conſequently, that the ſame Courſe 
entered likewiſe into waiting on 
Saturday the 1 of July, An. U. C. 


749. and that the Courſe of Abiah 
entered into waiting on Saturday 


the 2* of September following, and 
ended on the 8* of the fame 
Month, Az. U. C. 749. And if 
lo, I would be glad to know what 

fn there 


iv The Preface. | 
there 1s in theſe Courſes, that 
ſhould hinder us from placing the 
Birth of John the Baptiſt, and al- 
ſo that of our Bleſſed Lord, in the 
5 rob Year of Rome Or, What 
there is in them, that ſhould hinder 
us from placing the Birth of the 
former on the 24 Day of June, 
and that of our Bleſſed Lord on 
the 250 Day of December, An. L. 
C. o? If there is any Weight 
in the Argument drawn from the 
Courſes of the Prieſts, when taken 
ſingly and ſeparately by itſelf, does 
it not conclude at leaſt as ſtrongly 
for our Syſtem, as for any other? 
If the Argument drawn from the 
Confideration of the Weekly Cour- 
ſes of the Prieſts is equally capable 
of being applied, either in Support 
of, or in Oppoſition to, the conſtant 
Practice and Belief of the Chriſtian 
Church; 


The Preface. xv 
Church; to which of them will 
our Learned Author ſay it ought 
to be moſt properly applied ? 


I can at preſent recolle& but 
one Thing more, which calls for an 
Apology. I own I am but a Lay- 
man; of mean and indifferent Parts' 
at beſt; and only of a middling 
Rank in Life; and frequently en- 
gaged in Buſineſs of a very diffe- 
rent Nature. And, therefore, if 
I ſhould be taxed with Preſumption, 
for invading the Province of the 
Reverend Clergy ; I have only this 
to ſay for myſelf; That ſince we 
have been told by a Gentleman, 
who cannot be ſuſpected of any 
Want of Concern for the true Ho- 
nour and Intere/7 of that Yene- 
rable Body; that thoſe of the Cler- 
& who are endued with the Aue /d 
| Parte, 


= wi The Preface. 
- "Parts, and who are the moſt ac- 
compliſbed Scholars, may employ 
their Time more profirably in the 
Study of the Mathematicks, or of 
the Heathen Hiſtorians, Poets, 
Orators, and Philoſophers, than 
in attempting to ſurmount the 
Difficulties and Di ſcouragements 
which attend the Study of the 
 Seripzures ; I hope no Man, whoſe 
Zeal tor Polite Literature has not 
devoured all his Regard for the 
Sacred Writings, will be offended, 
that I, who have not the Honour 
to be. one of that learned Body, 
and who know not how to employ 
my Leiſure Hours better, ſhould 
have ſpent ſome of them in writing 
the following Diſſertation. 
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Critical Examination 


OF FRE 


HOLY GOSPELS 


ACCORDING TO 


St. MATTHEw and St. LUKE, Ofc. 


HERE is ſcarcely any Thing in 
all Hiſtory, about which the Learned 
are more divided, than about the 


According to the Vulgar Account, He was 
born on the 25th Day of December, in the 
7534 Year of the City of Rome. But Ma- 
rianus Scotus, Sigonins, Onuphrius, Tempo: 
rarius, and others, think, his Birth ought to 

BL, be 


2 A Critical Examination of 
be placed An. U. C. 752. Baronius, Scaliger. 
Pererius, Calvuiſius, and Ubbs Emmius, place 
it An. U. C. 751. Sulpitius Severus places 
it An. L. C. 750. Decker, Petavins, Pezron, 
and many others, declare for the Lear 749 
Kepler, Pagi, and Noris, contend for the Vear 
748. And a late Author of our own has 
endeavoured to prove, That it muſt neceſſa- 
rily be placed in the Year 747. And conſo- 
nant to theſe ſeveral Opinions, it follows, 
| x 7. 25 M. De? 
That they | 75 3 | Muſt admit that | 27 7 25 
the Birth | 752 | of Ang, An. 2 7 2 
of CyrisT({ 751 2 781. (When Ti- (29 7 25 ) Old. 
750 | berius enter d into 30 7 25 | 
of Decem- the 15th Year of 


her 749 his Reign)He was 7 23 
; 748 . 32 7 25 


1747 (33 7 23 ) 


Now they who reject theVulgar Account, do 
it for this plain Reaſon among many others: 
We are aſſured by St. Matthew, That Chriſt 
was born ſome Time at leaſt before the Death 
of Herod the Great; but from the beſt Ac- 
counts that we have of the Life and Death 
of that Prince, we have ſufficient Reaſon to 
believe that he died before the 753d Year of 
 Romez and, conſequently, that Chriſt muſt 

5 | have 


A 


S. Matthew and S. Luke's Goſpels. 3 
have been born likewiſe before that Year, 
And if to the Teſtimony of St. Matthews, we 
may be allowed to add that of St. Luke, (and 
I know of no Reaſon why we may not) it 

vill afford us another Argument not only 
againſt the Vulgar Account, but even againſt 
moſt of thoſe which the above-mentioned 

Writers have attempted to ſubſtitute in its 
Room. For, according to St. Luke a, Johns 
the Baptiſt began his Miniſtry in the 15% 
Year of Tiberius Ceſar ; and Chriſt, among 
the reſt of the People, went down to Jordan, 
and was there baptized by him, being then 
about 30 Years of Age: Now, if Chriſt was 
about 30 Years of Age in the x5th Year of 
Tiberius Ceſar ; then, in my humble Opi- 

nion, they who place his Birth in the 7534 
or 7524, or in the 749th, 748t, or 747th 
Year of Rome ; and who, by Conſequence, 
make him to have been ſeveral Years under 
or aboye the Age of 30 Years, at the Time of 
his Baptiſm, muſt be proportionably miſtaken 
in the true Year of his Birth. 


I AM ſenſible, That ſeveral of thoſe who; 
for other Reaſons, have aſſigned the Nativity 
of our Bleſſed Lord to one or other of the 


* Luke ili. 123. 


1 above 


4 A Critical Examination of 
above · mentioned earlier or later Years, have 
endeavoured to reconcile St. Luke's Account 
to their own particular Syſtems, by ſuppoſing 
that the Words, About Thirty Tears of Age, 
may be underſtood to mean any Age from 
27 to 33 Years. And I know likewiſe, that 
ſome others of them, who look upon ſuch a 
Latitude as inconſiſtent with the Propricty even 
-of common Speech, have endeavoured to 
account for St. Luke's Words, by ſuppoſing 
that Tiberius was aſſociated into the Empire 
about Three Years before the Death of Au- 
guſtus 3 and that St. Luke reckons the Years 
of Tiberius's Reign from that Time. And fo 
far it muſt be allowed that they have treated 
the Sacred Records of our common Religion, 
if not with all the Reſpe@ and Reverence due 
to them, yet, at leaſt, with tolerable Decency. 
And I heartily wiſh, for the Honour of our 
own Country, that I could fay the ſame of 
the Learned Author of the Two Diſſertations 
upon the true Tears of the Birth and of the 
Death of Chriſt, publiſhed about Four Years 
ago, and dedicated to 4 Right Reverend and 
Moſt Learned Prelate of our Church. For, 
if 1 rightly underſtand this Gentleman's Hypo- 
theſis, I think he takes it for granted, That 
St. Matthew and St. Luke were liable to 
ſome Miſtakes as well as other Hiſtorians 3 
A and 


S Matthew and 8. Luke's Goſpels. 5 


and, conſequently, that their Teſtimony can- 
not be intirely depended upon, as to every 
individual Circumſtance which they mention, 
with regard to the Hiſtory of the Infancy of 
our Bleſſed Lord. And upon this Suppoſition, 
I preſume, it muſt haye been, that he takes 
the Liberty, towards the Cloſe of his Dedi- 
cation, to tell his Patron, That he hopes no 
Man, whoſe Zeal has not devoured all his 
Underſtanding, will be offended with a Cri- 
tical Examination, even of the Sacred Hiſto- 
rians, when they appear in ſome Circumſtances 
inconſiſtent with one another, or with then 
ſetve Ss, 


TAE Sacred Hiſtorians inconſiſtent with 
one another, and with themſelves! I hope 
my Zeal has not yet quite devoured all my 
Underſtanding ; and yet, I muſt confeſs, I 
cannot help being greatly offended at ſuch an 
Infinuation, Nay, I cannot but charitably 
think, that the leaſt Suſpicion of Inconſiſtency 
in ſuch Writers muſt be extremely ſhocking 
to every Chriſtian Ear. The Holy Evangeliſt 
St. Matthew was One of the Twelve Apoſtles, 
and he was endued with the Gifts of the Holy 
Ghoſt b, and, . was qualified beyond all 


by Acts i. 8. | 
B 4 Exception, 


6 A Critical Examination 7 

Exception, to be a Witneſs for, and to write 
the Life of, his dear Lord and Maſter. And 
the intimate Companion of the Great Apoſtle 
of the Gentiles not only had ſufficient Op- 
portunities of learning every Thing from thoſe 
who from the Beginning were Eye. Witneſſes, 
and Miniſters of the Word; but he farther 
aſſures us, That the Knowledge of the Things 
which he has recorded touching the Life and 
Acts of the Bleſſed Jeſus, was likewiſe given 
him from above e. Upon what Grounds 
then, or with what Reaſon, can any Man 
5 | pretend 


_ © The Reaſon which St. Luke gives, in the Introduction, 


for writing his Goſpebh ſeems to me to loſe much of its 
Strength and Cogency in our Exgliſb Tranſlation. For, if 
manyothers had taken in hand to ſet forth in Order ſuch a 
Declaration -of thoſe Things which were moſt ſurely be- 
lieved among them, as thoſe who had been Eye-Witnefles, 
and Miniſters of the Word, had delivered unto them, what 
Occaſion, one may ſay, was there for him, if he had no 
other Authority but Tradition, and the Information of 
others, to write the ame Things in Order again? I do, 
therefore, rather think, that the Words might be better 
tranſlated thus: Foraſmuch as many have taken in hand to 
fot orth in Order @ Declaration of ' thoſe Things which are 
| ſurely believed among us ; even as they who from the 
Beginning were Eye-Witneſſes, and Miniſters of the Word, 
delivered them to us; it ſeemed good to me alſo, who have 
likewiſe been porfectiy inſtructed in every Thing from above, 
(Sade, from Heaven, or by yy to write unto thee 
Order, moſt excellent Theophilus. Here we have a plain 
ſubſtantial Reaſon given, why St. Luke wrote his Goſpel. 

t. Matthew and St. Mark had both wrote their Goſpels 
ſome Years before this; and St. Fohn wrote 2 
Several Years after : But as it did not come within the Pe- 
Ap many 
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pretend to charge ſuch Writers with Jncon- 


fiftency, or Contradiction to one another, 
or to themſelves! May we not reaſonably 


hope, That no Weapon, no Criticiſm, formed 


againſt ſuch Hiſtorians as theſe, ſball proſper 


and that every Tongue that fhall riſe up in 


Judgment againſt them ſball be condemned d? 


I woULD not be underſtood by this, as if 
I undervalued, or meant to decry, all Criti- 


ciſm in general. Criticiſm in skilful Hands, 


many important Particulars relating to the Life of Chriſt, 
and of his Fore-runner John the * it is probable that 
ſeveral others, upon the Strength of Tradition and human 


Teſtimony only, might have attempted to give a fuller Ac- 


count af the Miraculous Birth, Life, and Actions of both, 
than St. Matthew and St. Mark had done: And therefore 
St. Luke, well knowing that in Matters of ſo high and 
myſterious a Nature, no mere human Pen could be wholly 


exempted from Error, tells his Theophilus, not only that he 


will give him ſuch an Account of thoſe Things; as he had 
received them from others, but likewiſe in ſuch a Manner, 
and in ſuch Terms, as he had received it from the Spirit 
of God himſelf ; and upon which, therefore, (together with 
that of the other Evangeliſts) not only he, bur all other 
Chriſtians in all Ages to come, might w—_ 2 
The chief Difference therefore between the Vulgar i 

and mine lies in the Senſe and Meaning of the Word dime, 
As to which I think I am ſufficiently warranted from Jabs 


iii. 3. Ed pn Tis yarns dv Ver. 7. ad du 
va, Lichen Ver. 31. 3 drove He. - James 


4 17. Tiioa Sos dyabijm——v 5. Ch. it. 15 


* copie drwley xarigx outrn, &c. In all which Places ir, 


is uſed in the ſame as I have tranſlated it here. See 


Euſeb. Hiſt. Eccleſiaſt. Lib. iii. Cap. 24. Pag. 96. 


Bait. Par. 1659. 
'4 Ifaiah liv, 17. 
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A Critical Examination of 
and rightly applied, is, moſt aſſuredly, of 
great and excellent Uſe towards aſcertaining 
the true Reading, and literal Interpretation, 
of the Sacred Writers. And when they fall 
into ſuch Hands, the more Critical the Exa- 
mination is, the more it will be found to 
diſcover their Excellence, and to illuſtrate their 
Beauties, Neither would I be thought to re- 
flect upon any of thoſe great and learned 
Men who have hitherto obliged the World 
with the Reſult of their Studies upon the 


- preſent Subject. Baronius, Scaliger, Peta: 

Vvius, Pezron, Kepler, Pagi, and Noris, &c. 

were all Men of great and diſtinguiſh'd Parts. 
In all their Writings they expreſly own and 
recognize the Divine Authority of the Holy 

Scriptures; and their Memory ought, and, I 
hope, always will be held in the greateſt Ho. 
nour by all thoſe who have any Love for Letters. 
And tho' they may have been miſtaken in 
ſome Points, (and who can be ſecure from Er- 
ror in all Things!) I ſhall always chuſe to 
aſcribe their Overſights rather to the Exten- 
ſivene(s of their Learning, and to the Ambi- 
tion which they had of excelling almoſt in 
every Branch of Knowledge, than to the 
Want of Inclination or Ability to exhauſt any 
one particular Subject; could they have pre- 
alen upon themſelves to have beſtowed a 
4 | | ſufficient 


& Mathew and S. Luke's Goſpels, 


ſufficient Portion of their Time upon it. 1 
is only ſuch Proud and Conceited Critics, 
as would exalt their own Imaginations above 
all that is Sacred and Divine, whom I would 
fain caution all honeſt and ingenuous Minds 
to beware of. Such Criticks as view and 
meaſure every Thing by the narrow, clondy, 
and confuſed Ideas of their own Imaginations; 
and who apply their Parts and Learning to the 
Scriptures; as ſome Aſtronomers do their 
Glaſſes to the dun: not with a View of gain- 
ing aclearer Inſight into the Nature of Light; 
but only 'in hopes of diſcovering Spots and 
Blemiſhes in his Glorious and All- luminous 
Body. 


Ir would be an endleſs Work to examine 
each of the foregoing Syſtems ſeparately ; and, 
therefore, I ſhall take a ſhorter, and, as I am 
willing to flatter myſelf, ' a more ſatisfactory 
Way. For, 1/?, From certain Circumſtances 
mentioned by St. Matthew and St. Luke, re- 
lating to the Incarnation of our Bleſſed Lord, 
compared with the beſt and moſt authentick 
Hiſtories of thoſe Times, I ſhall endeavour to 
fix the true Time of his Birth. 24%, Upon 
the Suppoſition that our Bleſſed Saviour Was 
born at the Time which T' ſhall fix upon, 1 
hall TW to ſhew, not only that in evety 


Circumſtance 


10 A Critical Examination of 
Circumſtance relating to his Birth and Infancy, 


the Sacred Hiſtorians are perfectly conſiſtent 


With one another and with themſelves ; but 
that, in Truth, they have advanced nothing in 
relation to cither, that can be made appear to 
be any ways inconſiſtent with any other authen- 
tick Hiſtory what ſoever. And, zaly andlaſtly,As 
the Arguments which are commonly alledged 
un behalf of the other Syſtems, will be natu- 

rally looked upon and conſidered as ſo many 
Objections to that which 1 ſhall fix upon, I 
ſhall endeavour to give ſuch Solutions and 
Anſwers to them, as, I hope, will intirely 
 atisfy. every candid and impartial amen af- 


ter Truth. 


To begin with the Firſt: According to 
# the Holy Evangeliſt St. Matthew. e, our Sa- 

viour Chriſt was born in Bethlehem of Judea, 
in the Days of Herod the King. And when 
the Wi iſe Men, who had ſeen his Star in the 
Eaſt, came to worſhip him that was born King 
of the Jews, Herod was troubled, and 4 
Jeruſalem with him. And when he had 
gathered all the chief Prieſts and Scribes of 
the People together, he demanded of them, 
Where. Chriſt ſbould be born? And they ſaid 
unto him, In Bethlehem of Jude Then 


n 


Herod, 
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Herod, when he had privily called the Wiſe - 
Men, inquired of them diligently what Time © 
the Star appeared. And he ſent them to + 
Bethlehem, and ſaid, Go, and ſearch ditt- 
gently for the young Child; and when ye haue 
Found him, bring me Word again, that T may 
come and worſhip him alſo. And when they © 
had heard the King, they departed; and, to, be 
Star which they ſaw in the Eaſt went before _ 
them, till it came and ſtood over where the _ 

oung Child ce. And when they were | 
come into the Houſe, they ſaw the young Child _ * 
with Mary his Mother, and fell down and 
worſhipped him : And when they had opened 
their Treaſures, they preſented unto him Gifts, 
Gold, and Frankincenſe, and Myrrh. And 
being warned of God in a Dream, that they 
ſhould not return to Herod, they departed into © 
their own Country another Way. ——— And | 
Herod, when he ſaw that he was mocked of 
the Wiſe Men, was exceeding wroth, an 
ſent forth and flew all the Children that © 
were in Bethlehem, and in all the Coafts 
thereof, from Two Tears ald and under, ac. 
cording to the Time which he had diligently 
mnquired of the Wiſe Men. Now, from this 
Account of St. Matthew, nothing is more 
evident, than that our B/ef/ed Lord muſt have 
been born ſome Time before the Death of 
Herod : 
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Herod: And therefore, in order to find out 
the Year beyond which his Birth cannot be 
placed, we muſt in the. firſt Place endeavour, . 
from the beſt Lights that Hiſtory affords, to 
fix the true Time of this Prince's Death. And 
for this Purpoſe I ſhall. take the Liberty to 


offer the following Obſervations : 


1. FOSEP HUS, an Hiſtorian f every 
way qualified to be our Guide in this Inquiry, 
informs us 8, That Herod, by the joint Intereſt 
of Mark Antony and Odtauias Ceſar, was 
firſt declared King of the Fews by the Roman 
Senate, in the Conſulſhip of C. Domitius 
Caluinus, and C. Aſinius Pollio. And conſo- 
nant hereto, Scaliger b, and Peta vius i, tho 


According to Euſebius, Foſephus is Dignus omnino cut 
figes habeatur; Hiſt. Ecclef. lib. iii. c. 9. According to 
Scaliger, He is Diligentiſſimus Y 01)a2fltoa[05 omnium Scrip+ 
torum; Prolegom. ad Emendat. Temp. p 16. And accord- 
ing to Peta uius, Ad Epocham Herodis patefaciendam nobis 
facem præfert Foſephi- præſtantiſſimi Scriptoris hiſtoria; qui 
nine Herodis Initia, Reſq; geſtas, $doliffme perſeripfit : De 
Doct. Temp. lib. x. c. 67. Scriptis autem Joſephi, quoad 
res Herodianas, nulla ſubeſſe poteſt erroris ſuſpictio ; ubique 
enim ſecum coheret ; ita ut nemo eum arguere poſſet erroris, 
{proprii, dico, nam in altero aut aliquo loco patet Codices ejus 
Amanuenſium ſocordia e ſſe carruptos) * ipſe incidat in 
manifeſtas Errores, ut contigit Baronio & alis; Lamy Ap- 
parat. Chronol. c. ix, f. 1. p. 64. | ivy 
Antiq. Jud. I. xiy. c. 14. p. 647—649. Ed. Ox. 1720. 
g * De Emendatione Temporum, J. v. p-. 450— 452. 
Ed. Gen. 1629. BY . | 
i De Doctrina Temporum, 1. x. c. 67. Ed. Antwerp, 
1797 e 4 ii 
A WRT 8 Two 
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Two great Reſtorers of Chronology, place this 
remarkable Event in' the 714th Year of the 
City of Rome. And Cardinal Norzs, another 
Writer of the firſt Rank in this Sort of Studies, 


goes further, and fixes it in or about the Moni 
of October in the ſame Lear xk. 


2. ThE ſame Noble Hiſtorian further in- 
forms us, That Herod and Sojius laid Siege to, 
and at laſt took, Jeruſalem, and with it An- 
tigonus, the laſt of the Aſinonean Princes, 
during the Conſulſhip of Marcus Agrippa, and 
Caninius Gallus, in a Sabbatical Tear, in 
the Summer-Time 3 and 126 Years after 
the A/monean Family had obtained the Go- 


vernmem 


De Cenotaph. Piſanis, Diſſert. ii. cap. 6. p. 138141. 
It is true, That according to our preſent Edition of Foſe= 
pbus, we read likewiſe that this happened in the 184 
. Olympiad. - But as this learned Writer's Reaſons for the 
Time which he here fixes upon, ſeem to me to be deciſive; I 
think it muſt neceſſarily be admitted, either that Foſephus was 
miſtaken as to the Olympiads, tho he is right with regard to 
che Conſuls; or elſe that his Tranſcribers have, by Miſtake, 
copied gr for gre ; or, that Joſephus himſelf, by ſaying 
that this Affair fell out «ai Tis dul N benen 8 
tens OAUE⁴d os, muſt be underſtood to mean after 
the Expiration of the 1 84h Olympiad : And this, confider- 
ing that he reckons here only by the Olympiads in the groſs, 
and without diſtinguiſhing any Particular Year, may poſſi- 
bly be the moſt natural Meaning of his Words. Or, laſtly, 
perhaps, the Fews and Syrians, who began their Civil Years 
from Autumn, reckoned the Olympiads likewiſe from the 
fame Time: And, in that Cale, the firſt Three Months of 
the 185% Olympiad, according to the Greek Way of Com- 


putation, 


- F:: 
— =—_ - - * 
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vernment of Judea . Now it being certain, 
that Marcus Agrippa, and Caninius Gallus, 
were Conſuls An. U. C. 717 m; it follows, 
That Herod and Soſus took Feruſalem in 
or about the Month of June or July, An 
D. C. 717. And that this very Summer 
made a Part of a Jewiſh Sabbatical Year, and 
compleated the 126th Year of the Reign of the 
Princes of the Aſinoncan Family, may be proved 

thus: x. It is univerſally agreed, that the eus 
always began and computed their Sabbatical 
Years from one Autumn to another n. 2. It 
is likewiſe known, that the (Ara of the Se- 
Lucida, according to the Computation of the 

= Greeks, began from the Autumn of the firſt 
. E Year of the 117th Olympiad, and of the 4424 
[> bear of the City of Nome o. 3. It is alſo 

1 eecd, that the Author of the Second Book 

* the Macralees computes the Years of the 
PF” Greeks from Autumn, in the ſame Manner as 
| the Greeks themſelves did; and that the Au- | 


= would be the laſt Three Months of the 184 th 
ts; —— according to the Fewiſh and Syrian Way "ot 


95 E Jud. ib. lib. 9 c. 16. p. 657—659. 
1 Ee Petavio, ut ſupra. | 
0 de A Nis & Epochis Syro-Maced. Diſſert. ii. 
: 
e Scaliger de Emend. Temp. lib. v. De Anno Alexan- 
dreo — p. 429, 430. Petavius de Doct. Temp. 
N 


bd. R. E 
thor 


at 
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thor of the Firſt Book of the Maccabees E 


gins the ſame Ara from the preceding 

Spring, according to the Hebrew Cuſtom; 
Hence it appears, 4. That the 149% Year of 
the Ara of the Greeks, according to the 
Greek Way of Computation, commenced in” 
Autumn, An. U. C. 590; and alſo, that the 
150th" Year of the Greeks, according to the 


Hebrew Way of Computation, commenced 


in Spring, An. U. C. 591. 5. From the Firlt 
Verſe of the 13h Chapter of the Second Book 
of the Maccabees it appears, That Antioc hs 
Eupator came with a great Power into F#- 
dea, in the 149th Year of the Greeks, accord- 
ing to the Greek Way of Computation; 
and from the 2oth Verſe of the 6 Chapter 


of the Firſt Book of the Maccabees, it appears * i 


likewiſe, That the ſame Expedition was un- 
dertaken in the 150th Year of the Greeks, 
according to the Hebrew Way of Computa © 
tion: And therefore it neceſſatily follows, - 
That this Expedition was undertaken” and 
carried on between the Spring and Autumn 
of the $grſt Year of the City of Rome: 
6. From the 49th and 534 Verſes of the 6th 
Chapter of the Firſt Book of the Maccabees we 
learn, That this Expedition of Antiochus Ear 
pator was made and carried on in a Sabbatical 


Year; and, therefor, ſince all Sabbatical Years 
began 
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began and ended in Autumn, it neceſſatily 
follows, That from Autumn, An. U. C. 590» 
to Autumn, An. U. C. 591, was a Sabba- 
tical Year with the Jews. 7. From the lat- 


ter Part of the 6th Chapter of the Firſt Book 


of the Maccabees, compared with the 24k 
Verſe of the 13th Chapter of the Second 
Book of the Maccabees, it appears, That in 
the ſame Summer, An. U. C. 591. Antiochus 
Eupator ſtruck up a Peace with the Jews ; 
agreed to ſuffer them to live under their own 
Laws; and appointed Judas Maccabeus Prin- 
cipal Governor from Prolemais to the Ger- 
rhenians. From this Time, therefore, count 
126 Years forwards, which is the Number of 
Years that Zoſephus ſays the Aſinonean Prin- 
ces ruled over the Fews ; and it will bring 
us down to the Summer of the 717th Year of 
Rome : A Sabbatical Year commencing in Au- 
tumn, An. U. C. 716; and the very Time that 
Antigonus, the laſt of the Aſinoncam Princes, 
was beſieged by Hoſius, and ſoon after taken, 
and put to an ignominious Death, by Mark 
Antony *. 1 know very well that Dio places 
Woe A 2a | this 


- $ Foſephus (Antiq. lib. xiv. c. 16. p. 658, 659.) ob- 
ſerves, That Herod and Soſius took Ferafalem in the Con- 
ſulſhip of Marcus Agrippa and Caninius Gallus, (An. U. C. 
17.) in the Third Month, and on a Faſt-Day: And he 
urther obſerves, That Pompey took the ſame City, _ 


4 


_ * 


S. Matthew and S. Luke's Goſpels. 17 
this Event under the Conſulſhip of Clas 
dius and Norbanus, An. CU. C. 716. But 
no Man, I hope, whoſe Zeal for ſome fa- 
vourite Syſtem or other has not /frongly bi. 
aſſed (not to ſay quite devoured) his Under- 
ſtanding, will prefer the ſingle Teſtimony of 
a much later Writer, and who only mentions 
the Thing in a very curſory Manner, to that 
of Joſephus, ſupported and confirmed by ſuch 
peculiar and diſtinguiſhing Characters as 1 


have here mentioned. 


F 


ſame Faſt-Day, Twenty-ſeven Years before. But in ano- 
ther Place, where he gives an Account of the Taking of 
Feruſalem by Pompey more at large, (Antig. lib. xiv. c. 4. 
p. 614.) he tells us, That Pompey took it in the Third 
Month, and on a Faſt-Day, and in the Conſulſhip of Caies 
Antonius and Marcus Tullius Cicero (An. U. C. 691.). Now, 
ſince the Conſuls determine the Years beyond all Diſputez 
if we may be allowed to ſay with Scaliger, (De Emend. Temp. 
pag. 451. Edit. Colon.) That Tranſcribers have by Miſtake 
wrote 20 inſtead of x5 ; that is, That they have copied 27 
Years inſtead of 26: Or, if we may be allowed to fa 
with Archbiſhop Uſer, That here her ln — 
may be underſtood in the ſame Senſe as were iu 
in St. Mark (Chap. viii. 31.) which St. Matthew (Chap. 
xvi. 21.) more clearly expreſſes by the Words 25 TpiTy ntpe ; 
or as the Phraſe were & try Je uſed by Feſephus himſelf 
(De Bell. Jud. lib. i. c. 13. p. 986.) is elſewhere 8 
lib. xiv. c. 13. p. 643.) expreſſed by him thus 2 
tre. I fay, if we may be allowed either to correct the 
Numerals in Joſepbus, or to put this favourable Conſtruc- 
tion upon his Words, and I do not ſee why we may not 
2 the —— the other; then this _ —— Fer. | 
firmation that we have ri ced the Taki eru- 
ſalem by Herod and bag gre 717%. Year of Rome. 
One Thing, however, I think, I may venture to affum, 
without any Heſitation, That the Third Month in which 
Pompey and Herod are faid * bave taken Jeruſalem, 
15 
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3. Ir it were neceſſary to bring more Proofs 
to ſhew, that Herod took Poſſeſſion of Fudea, 
in or about the Month of June or July, An. 
U.C. 717. Imight farther obſerve, that, according 
to Foſephus, this Epocha ſuits perfectly well 
with the Time in which the Battle of Actium 
was fought 3 vg. on the 24 of September, 
An. U. C. 723 , and in the 7th Year of He- 
rod; with the Time of the great Famine, 
which happened in Fudea, during the Time 
that Petronius governed Egypt t, An. LU. C. 
729 and 730, and in the 13th Year of the 
ſame Prince; and with the Time that Au- 


is neither to be reckoned from the Beginning of the Civil 
or Eccleſiaſtical Year of the eus, but from the Begin- 
ning of each of the Sieges reſpectively : For Foſephus him- 
ſelf expreſly reckons the Third Month of Pompey's Siege 
from the 3 thereof, TeiT@ ,, Tis ToMopxias, 
Obſcdionis Menſe Tertio, (De Bell. Jud. lib. i. c. 7. p. 972.) 
And fince the City was taken by both on one and the fame 
Faſt-Day, the Three Months of Herod's Siege can there- 
fore be no otherwiſe computed but from rhe Beginning 
thereof likewiſe. - And therefore Biſhop Uſher was great- 
ly miſtaken in ſuppoſing, That the Three Months of He- 
rod's Siege are to be reckoned from the Autumnal Equi- 
nox, and that he did not take Feri ſalem till December, An. 
D. C. 717. And beſides, this moſt learned Writer did not 
obſerve, That by placing the Taking the City ſo late in the 
Roman Year, he carries the whole Tranſaction beyond the 
Limits — he Sabbatical Year, contrary ro Foſephus's ex-: 
ords. * ; 
Dio, lib. li. p. 442. 
Anti 22 p. 673. NN 34 
2 Dio, I. liii. p. 512. compared with Strabo, I. xvii. p. 
$19. aud Joſeph. Antiq. I. xv. c. 9. N 691, 692. 


guſtus 
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guſtus viſited Hria: vis, in the Spring of 
the 734 Lear of Rome, and the 17th of 
Herod w. But after what has been already 
ſaid, 1 hope I may be excuſed from inlargey 


ing upon ſuch Particulars. 


* 


4. Having thus fixed the Time of He- 
rods Acceſſion to the Throne of Fudea, the 
Time of his Death may be eaſily found thus: 
Joſephus, in the Firſk Book of his Wars of 
the Jews x, and again in the Seventeenth 
Book of his Antiquities V, aſſures us, That 
Herod reigned 34 Years after Antizonus, (who 
was put to Death in September or October, 
An. U. C. 717. Foſeph. l. xx. c. g. p. 9019 
and 37 Years from the Time that he was de- 
clared King by the Roman Senate. And Sta- 


Dio, lib. liv. p. 525. 

w Joſeph. Antiq. lib. xv. c. 10. p. 697. | 

* De Bello Judaico, lib. i. c. 33. p. 1042. Herodes 
mortem obiit; cum ſcilicet regnaſlet annos quidem Trigin- 
ta quatuor, ex quo, Antigono interfecto, rerum potitus eſt ; 
Triginta veto Septem, ex quo Rex à Romanis declaratus 
eſt ; Baorazvoas dy h dmoravas 'Aﬀliyore inpdruos 
Tov TptyudTay E TETapa x, · £5 u Popatey 
& Ti ;;0n Baoineds,om| nai rpiarta\a. 

Antiq. lib. xvii. c. 8. p. 770. His factis vitam fini- 
vit, cum regniafler poſt interfectum Antigonum, annos 343 
poſtquam autem à Romanis Rex creatus fuerat, 37: Baor- 
Atugds el 5 , davaraes A ,ͤw, rn Tegoage tai T 

0 g und Poudioy anididuut]e, ele nai YU. See 
1 Tcl lib. vi. c. 61. p. 267. Dies autem quibus Rex 
Herodes regnavit ſuper univerſum populum Judz, fuerunt 
Anni Triginta Septem. | | 
= „ liger 
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liger tightly obſerves *, that the Years here 
mentioned by Zoſephus muſt be underſtood to 
be complete Years. Therefore, from the Au- 
tumn, A.U.C. 714. the Time about which 
Herod was declared King at Rome, count 37 
Years forward: Or, from the Autumn, An. 
U.C. 717. the Time about which Antigonus, 
the laſt of the Aſinoncan Princes, was put to 
Death, count 34 Years forwards ; and it will 
bring us down to Autumn, An. U. C. 251. 
Which clearly demonſtrates, That Herod did 
not die till towards the latter End of this 
| Year; and if I might preſume to fix the Day, 
I would, with the moſt learned Archbiſhop 
Uſber, place it on the 25th of November 3 
which, as he ſays, the Jews therefore kept 
as a Day of Joy and Feſtivity; quod in eo 
Herodes, qui ſapientes odio proſecutus eft, 
mortem obierit a. 

5. To confirm this Account, I ſhall pro- 
duce but one Argument more; which is 
this: According to Joſephus b, Philip, the 
Terrarch of Ituræa and Trachonitis, died, 
Eizo5" Y OeuTipe eviaviy Tis TiBeeis apy35» 
110% per©- S. x) Tpi Tis Tpi, 

2 De Emend. Temp. lib. v. p. 462. Regnavit Herodes, 
ipſo Joſepho teſte, annos ſolidos 37, ex quo declaratus Rex; 
34 vero, eoſq; ſolidos, à captis à Soſio Hieroſolymis. 


* In Annal. Vet. Teſtamenti, ad Annum Mundi 4001. 
Antiq. lib, xviii. c. 5. p. 803, $04. at 


&c. 


— er In O- 


4, 
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&c. i. e. Anno principatus Tiberii viceſima ſe- 
eundo, ac poſtquam ipſe prefuiſſet Trachonitidi, 
Oc. Annos Septem fere ac Triginta (for ſo, 
ſtrictly ſpeaking, I think the Words ought to 
be tranſlated ; the Participle 5y10ausr©- being 
the firſt indefinite Tenſe). Now we know 
certainly that the 224 Year of Tiberius began 
on the 19th Day of Auguſt, An. U. C. 788. 
and therefore the Death of Philip muſt have 
happened after that Day : And if, from the 
25th of November, An. U. C. 751. we count 
37 complete Years forwards, it will bring us 
to the 25th of November, An. U. C. 788. 
Philip thercfore muſt of Neceſlity have died 
between the 19th of Auguſt and the 25% of 
November, An. U. C. 788. For, had he died 
before the 19h of Auguſt, An. U. C. 788. he 
could not have lived to the 22d Year of Tibe- 
riuss Reign; and had he lived beyond the 2 5th 


of November of the ſame Year, he muſt have 


rcigned more than 37 Years. Ir is true, Thar 
in all our preſent Copies of Foſephus, the 
Death of this Prince is ſaid to have happened 
in the 20th Year of Tiberius: But Scaliger e, 
and Petavius d, do both agree, That the 2oth 


© De Emend. Temp. lib. v. p. 462: 
+ I An Epiphan, X Here, Ag p. 124, 
125. 
84 Yeag 
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Year is here, by Miſtake of Tranſcribers, put 
for the 22d Vear. And the learned Author of 
the Two Diſſertations upon the True Tears of 
the Birth and Death of Chriſt, ſeems not to 
have been aware, that by adopting of this 
Miſtake it would follow, that Herod muſt 
have died in the 749th Year of Rome, con- 
trary to his own Hypotheſis e. 


Nax, farther; If we ſhould conſider this 
Argument in another Light, and be willing 
to admit that Philip governed thoſe Countries 
full Thirty-ſeven Years after the Death of his 
Father, Herod the Great; and that he died 
on the 19th of Auguſt, An. U. C. 788. the 
very firſt Day of the 224 Ycar of Tiberius; 
yet ſtill it would neceſſarily follow, That the 
Death of Herod the Great could not be placed 
before the 19th of Auguſt, An. U. C. 751- 
and much leſs could it by any Art whatever, 
be carried ſlill farther back to March or No. 
vember, An. L. C. 750. 


Havixe thus fixed the true Time of He. 
rods Death to the 751ft Year of Rome, and 
moſt probably to the 25th Day of November; 


? Diſſertation I. p. 37. 


and 


FTP 
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and it neceſſarily following from thence, that 
the Birth of our Bleſſed Lord cannot be placed 9 
later; the next Thing to be done is to fix the 
earlieſt Time beyond which we cannot go 
back, in queſt of this great and myſterious 
Event. 


Tat Holy Evangeliſt St. Lake in the Third 
Chapter of his Goſpel expreſly informs us, 
That in the 15th Near of the Reign of Ti- 
berius Cæſar, John the Baptiſt began his 
Miniſtry f. That as he was baptizing all the 
People, Feſus came alſo, and was baptized by 
him s: And laſtly, That Jeſus himſelf was 
then about 30 Nears of Age, being, as was 
ſuppoſed, the Son of Joſeph h, c. Now, 
from ſuch plain Characters as theſe one would 
think, it could not be very difficult to come 
pretty near to the true Time of our Saviours 
Birth. But, alas! inſtead of adhering religi- 
ouſly to the plain, natural, and obyious Senſe 
of the Bleſſed Evangeliſt's own Words, what 
can be more aſtoniſhing, than to ſee the Pains 
which the Learned have taken to darken and 
perplex them, and to accommodate them 


f Ver. 1, 3. 
8 Ver. 21. 
hk Ver. 23. 


Ci ts. 
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to their own miſtaken Notions and Opi- 
nions ! 


Tarr is not any Epocha in Hiſtory bet- 
ter known, or more univerſally agreed to, 
than this, That the Years of Tiberiuss Reign 
were computed from the Death of Auguſtus : 
So Suetonius i; ſo Tacitus *; fo Dio l; fo 
Foſepbus m; and ſo Ptolemy in his Chrono- 
logical Canon n compute them. And yet ſo 


_ exceſſively fond are Men of their own Syſtems | 


and Imaginations, that we have lately ſeen 


ſome of the greateſt and moſt eminent of our 


modern Writers, endeavouring, with great 
Profuſion of Learning to prove, That St. Lukg 
computes the Years of Tiberius Ceſar, not 
from the Death of Auguſtus, but from the 


| Time that that Prince admitted him to partake 


of ſome Part of the Sovereign Power with 
himſelf o. £7 
1 BIgR Whrar 


In Tiberio, p. 314. Ed. Par. in Uſum Delphin. 
* In Annal. lib. vi. p. 97. Ed. Par. in Uſum Delphini. 
! Lib. Ivii. p. 614. Ed. Hanov. 160. | 
Antiq. lib, xviii. c. 5. p. 301. Ed. Ox. 1720. De 
no ark — $49.0. 2007; © wo 5 ä q 
* Petav. Rationar. Temp. Vol. ii. 18. Ed. a 
8 4 is * 
* See Tillemont's Hiſtoire des Empereurs, Tom. I. Vol. II. 
404g 4+ Sur le Commencement des Annes du Regne de Ti- 
5. | | 1575 : as 5 
N Vid. 


| 
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Wnar Work have ſome of our moſt effeem- 
ed Criticks made with theſe Words of the 
ſame Divine Hiſtorian * ] Kal autos Iv 0 lnays 
Was ftw ae apyopyyOc, wy (ws vo 
vis Iwohp, & c. How ſtrenuouſly have ſome 
contended that the Particle wo«- ought to be 
underſtood in a Definite; and others in an In. 
definite Senſe ! How has it been doubted whe- 
ther the Text ought to be read with the Word 
zox0u3:©-, or with :gyopÞ»©-! How haye ſome 
laboured to prove, that the Participles apyo- 
and d ought to be read together; and 
others that they ought to be read ſeparate 
How has it been inſiſted upon by ſome, that 
the Word apyop®- relates to the Age of 


Chriſt; and by others that it relates only to 


the Beginning of his publick Miniſtry! How 
ſtifly have ſome maintained that the Import 
of the whole Paſſage is, That Jeſus had com- 


pleted the z oth, and was then but juſt entred 


Vid. Bucherii Belgium Romanum, lib. iii. c. 3. Pezro- 
nii Hiſtoriam Evangelicam, Tom. i. p. 272 — 291. Ed. 
Par. 1696. 8yo. 8 5 

P See Baronius, in Apparatu ad Annal. p. 56,57. Ed. Antw. 
199. Scaliger de Emend. Temp. lib. vi. p. 541. De Anno 

atalis Domini, Ed. Gen. 1629. Petavius de Doctrina 
Temporum, lib. xii. c. J. p. 225, 226. Ed. Antw. 1705. 
Pezron's Hiftoire Evangelique, &C. N 


1 
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into the 31ſt Year of his Age; and others, 
That they import no mote but that he had 
almoſt completed the 290, and was then juſt 
going to enter into the 30 Vear of his Age! 
How have a Third Sort laboured to prove, 
That the Word woet is of ſuch a Latitude, that 
it may ſuit with any Age within Three or 
Four Years over or under 30! And what can 
any indifferent Perſon conclude from ſuch 
Diverſity of Interpretations, but that the Au. 
thors of them were all more or leſs biaſſed by 
ſore Favourite Hypotheſis or other; and, 
conſequently, that each ſtudied more how to 
accommodate the Sacred Text to his own 
Syſtem, than how to find out the true and 
ory I of it ? © 


I the Readler ſhould ask, What I th to 
be the plain, natural, and obvious Meaning 
of the Words in queſtion * 1 anſwer, That 
as to the Years of Tiberius Ceſar, I think, if 
we will be guided by the plain, natural, and 
obvious Meaning of Words, there is no room 
to doubt but that St. Luke, as well as all the 
other Greek and Latin Hiſtorians of thoſe 
Times, computed them from the Death of 
Auguſtus ; and, conſequently, that the 1 50 
Year of Tiberius commenced on the 19 

Day 
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Day of Auguſt, An. U. C. 781. And as to 
the Words of St. Lake, relating to the Age 
of Chriſt at his Baptiſm, I am further of 
Opinion, That the Tewtoy Je, the Spring 
and the principal Cauſe of all the Difficultics 
relating to them, ariſe from our miſtaking the 
tme Senſe and Meaning of the Word &. 
þ3,@-. For, while we confine it to ſignify 
Incipiens, as all our Yerfions do, I think it 
impoſlible either to defend the Paſſage as good 
Greek, or to turn it into any other Language, 
ſo as to make good Senſe of it. We muſt; 
therefore, do by St. Luke in this Caſe, as we 
would do by any other Greek Author upon 
the like Occaſion : If the Word agyopjp©, 
as it ſignifies incipiens, darkens and perplexes 
the Senſe ; we muſt confider in what other 
Senſe it may be underſtood, fo as to render 
the Whole more plain and intelligible. Now, 
to find ſuch a Senſe, methinks, we need not 
go very far. For as egyouar ſometimes ſigni- 
fies incipio, Initium facio, vel Initium ſums ; 
ſo it is very well known that the fame Word 
does often ſignify Sum ſub Principatu,” ſou 
Dominatu ; ſum ſub Imperio ; pareo, obtem- 
pero; and accordingly it has been obſerved , 
That the Participle agi without any 


Stephani Theſaur. in Voce Abella, p. 561. 
other 


"num videbatur cui o 
tibus conflatum eſſet Subditorum (267 5 20e Odium. 
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other Addition, fignifies one who is ſubject 
to, or under the Power or Command of ano- 
ther: And in this Senſe it is uſed by Hero. 
dian , Xenophon , Plato *, and Joſephus v; 
not to mention many more. Wherefore, 
inſtead of the common unintelligible literal 
Tranſlation, which runs thus; Et ipſe erat Je- 
ſus quaſi annorum triginta incipiens, exiſtens, 
ut putabatur, filius Joſeph, Cc. 1 am myſelf 
very clear in it, that the Paſſage ought to be 
rendered thus; Et ipſe erat Jeſus quaſi an- 


norum triginta ſubditus (ic. Parentibus vel 


» Lib. vi. p- 140. Ed. Steph. 1581.1 Quapro ter ado- 
leſcentes vulgo obtrectabant Alexandro, quod 1b Matris 
auctoritate adhuc eſſet; 2 d "AniZardpor Ei, ws 
d Ths Ts filed dexaper. Id. p. 143. Hunc finem ha- 


buit vitæ Alexander, una cum Matre, quum Annos quatuor- 


decim imperãſſet ſine ulla Subjectorum querela, ioov mp3 
Tis apyoutvous def us. 


Be Inſtitut. Cyri, lib. vii. p. 178. Ed. Par. 1625. 
Ed d Eνν 4v' Tis, Z 45100 ein T3 QA Fa N 


v Tay dpxo38or Tum vero perſpicere potuiſſes, quan- 
ti fit #ſtimandum, Principem I Subjectis ibi diligi. Id. 
de Exped. Cyri, lib. viii. p. 238. Oi 74 dN, Koper os 


valięa zcigν“, Subjecti autem Cyrum tanquam Patrem 
yenerabantur.*.. 7 e | 
t Stephan. in Theſaur. in Voce Nass; Ap weg- 


ö bd ver, Minori parere Majorem. Plat. Cice- 


rone Interprete. | | 125349 | 
y Antiq. lib. xv. c. 9. p: 691. Nihilq; erat quod dig- 
m ferret, cum jam ei ex calamita- 


Antiq. lib. viii. c. 10. p. 368. Lord pH yog Te 
TON APXOME'NON fy Tois Tov ny5 or promos Ita 
enim comparatum eſt, ut cum Principum moribus Sub- 
ditorum etiam mores corrumpi ſoleant. 
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Legi, vel utriſq;) exiſtens, ut pulabatur, filius 
Joſeph, cc. That is, in E neliſh, And Je- 
ſus was obedient, or lived in Obedience and 
Subjeftion to his Parents about 30 Tears, 
being, as was ſuppoſed, the Son of Foſeph, 
&c. St. Luke had before remarked w, That 
the ever-bleſſed Jeſus was ſubjef? to his Pa- 
rents in his Infancy ; and his profound Hu- 
mility was a Leſſon of ſuch Importance to 
the World, that we are here aſſured again, 


that he continued ſubject to them, or, as St. 
Paul more emphatically expreſſes it *, that 


he took upon himſelf the Form of a Servant, 
even to the very Time that he entered upon 
his Publick Miniſtry y. I know not what 


others 


w Chap. ii. 51. Kai nv U. avrois, et erat 
ſubditus illis. : | 
x Philip. ii. 7. Ea txivwrs, ug Sino U 
Seipſum exinanivit, formam ſervi accipien 1 
Duos dicimus Chriſti habitus à Prophetis demonſtra- 
tos, totidem adventus ejus prznotafſe. Unum in humili- 
tate utiq; Primum, cum tanquam Ovis ad victimam duci 
babebat, et tanquam Agnus ante Tondentem fine Voce, 
ſic non aperuit Os ſuum, ne aſpectu quidem honeſtus. An- 
nunciamus enim, inquit de illo, ſicut Puerulus, ſicut radix 
in terra fitienti, et non erat ei Species neq; Gloria. Er 
vidimus eum, et non habebat Speciem neq; Len ſed 
ſpecies ejus inhonorata, deficiens circa filios hominum, 
homo in plaga, ſciens ferre infirmitatem: Scilicet ut poſitus 
2 Patre in Lapidem offenſionis; et minoratus ab eo modi- 
cum citra Angelos. Vermem ſe pronunciat, et non Ho- 
minem, Ignominiam hominis, & Abjectionem populi. Quæ 
ignobilitatis argumenta primo Adventui competunt: Sicut 
ublimitatis, ſecundo; cum fret jam non Lapis Offenſionis, 


nec 
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others will think of this Interpretation; byt 
to me it appears plain, caſy, and natural. 


As for the Particle ws}, which has ſo much 
diſturbed and divided the Learned ; it ſeems 
to me plain, that according to the moſt na- 
tural and common Schtſe of the Word, it 
can import nothing more, but only that at 
the Time of his Baptiſm he was in, but had 
not then quite completed the 30 Year of 
his Age; or elſe that he had completed his 
30" Year, and was then in the 31* Year of 
his Age. And, with all humble Submiſſion, 
I think, if we muſt neceſſarily fix upon one 
or other of theſe Meanings ; the laſt is be- 
yvond Compariſon preferable to the other, 
For, 1. I cannot but agree with Scaliger *, 
That it is better and more conſonant to 
the Practice of the beſt and moſt accurate 
Writers to denominate the Age of Perſons 
from the Years complete, than from the cur- 
rent Years of their Age. 2. We are aſſured 
by a Writer a, if not of equal Authority with 

the 


nec Petra Scandali, ſed Lapis ſummus angularis, poſt Re- 

probationem adſumptus, et ſublimatus in Conſummationem, 
&c. Tertul. adverſ. Judzos, c. xiv. p. 200. 

= De Emendatione Temporum, lib. vi. p. 547 

= St. Ignatius in Epiſt. ad Trallianos, p. 167. Edit. Am- 

Rel. 1646. Aud to the Teſtimony of Ignatius we may _ 

tha 
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the inſpired Penmen of the Scriprures,” yet 
molt certainly far ſuperior to any that can be 
named on the other Side; that Jeſus, when 
he came to be baptized, had lived in Subjec- 
tion and Obedience b Three Decads of Tears; 
X; gels Jercd cs erwy οπτνενeä⸗ ., S f 
d Iacars autos, & 8 Joxnau. 3. We read 
in St. Luke elſewhere ©, And it was about 
the Sixth Hour, and there was a Darkneſs 
over all the Earth until the Ninth Hqur. 


that of Irenæus, Contr. Hæreſ. lib. ii. c. — 147. Edix. 
Pariſ. 1710. Triginta quidem Annorum exiſtens cum ve- 
niret ad Baptiſmum, &c. For tho he ſeems to differ from 
all the other Fathers as to the Age of Chriſt, when be ſuf- 
fered ; yet nevertheleſs he not only admits that Feſus was 
Full Thirty Years old when he came to John to be baptized, 
but likewiſe gives this Reaſon for it; Becauſe; according to 
the Law of Moſes, he could net take upon himſelf the Office 
of a Maſter or Teacher in Iſrael, before he had completed 
that Tear of his Age. | | 
b Steph. Theſaur. Grzc. in Vocg moai[evouar, p. 476. 
Sciendum eſt vero Toa/]zv;3 0: dict etiam de privatis, qui 
in Republica verſantur, et ejus legibus atq; inſtirutis vivunt. 
From whence we may obſerve the great Exactneſſ of St. 
Ignatius, where he uſes a Word of the ſame Senſe and Signi- 
1 with dp bſasvos in the abovementioned Paſſage of St. 
Luke. Ar pes aſtagui, iyd adoy owid niger dv v0 
AiTeuuas To Oe 4 xa Taurus Thy neepts, ACK. xxiil. 1. And 
herewith agrees the Author of the Apocryphal Gaſpel, inti- 
tuled Evangelium Infantiz, & 54. Arq; ab hoc die (ſc, 4 
die quo invenit eum mater ejus in Templo duodecenniem 
cum Doctoribus diſputantem) Miracula, Arcana et Secreta 
ſua occulere cæpit, et Legi operam dare, donec Annum 
Trigeſimum compleret: quando Pater publice illum ad 
Jordanem declaravit, hac ccelitus voce demiſſa: Hic ＋ 
Filius meus dilectus, in quo acquieſco. Cod. Apocryph. N. 
Teſtament. Vol. I. p. 211. Edit. Hamb. 1703. 
« Chap. xxiii. 44. 
a 
Hy 
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H 3. woe! age Gln, X oxorO- thivelo 7 27 0Anv 
h Vu. £605 gas Lyck rns. But how do St. 
Matthew and St. Mark expteſs this ? The 
former 1 8 d, That Are 3 Luhn pers o. 
#yivelo 7 el Waoay TH PALE £05 pas eye. And 
the latter © yet more e Fefe 36 gas 


el, oxorO- eyevelo iq d Thy tyav, Zs woes 
ends. Now, from the Three Evangeliſts 


compared together, what can be more evi- 
dent, than that the Sixth Hour here men- 
tioned, and to which the Particle woe in St. 
Luke relates, was the Sixth Hour complete, 
and not the Sixth Hour current, much leſs any 
other Hour before the 6th, or after the 7t* And 
if this be the Meaning of the Particle woe in 
this Place, as undoubtedly it muſt be allowed 
it is; then why not in the other? And, con- 
ſequently, what hinders but that we may, 
and indeed ought to conclude from St. Luke's 
own Words, That our Bleſſed Lord was 
in the 31ſt Year of his Age, when he came 
to be baptized in 2 by St. John the 
Bapriſt ? 


Now theſe Things being premiſed, I pre- 
ſume it will be no difficult Matter to fix upon 


N xxvii. 45. 
Chap. xv. 33. 


the 


we cannot, with any Colour of Reafon or 


Probability, place the Birth of our Bleſſed 


Lord. For, ſince it is certain that the x 5th 
Year of Tiberius began on the 19th of Au- 
guſt, An. U. C. 781. and ended on the 18th 
of Auguſt, An. U. C. 782. and ſince it ap- 
pears from St. Luke, That John the Baptiſt 
did not begin to baptize till after the 15® 
Year of Tiberius was begun, and that our 


Bleſſed Lord was baptized in the 31ſt Vear of 


his Agc ; it demonſtrably follows, That we 
cannot place his Birth before the 19 of Au- 


guſt, An. U. C. 750, 


Anv ſince it now likewiſe appears, That 
this great Event happened ſome Time be- 
tween the 19" of Auguſt, An. U. C. 750, and 
the 25 of November, An. CU. C. 751. Ido 
further preſume that it will be no difficult 
Matter to determine the very Year, and 
Month, and Day of the Month, on which 


it happened. For Tertullian f, a very early 
and 


f Adverſ. Marcion. lib. iv. c. 7. p. 417. Ed. Par. 1675. 
Et tamen quomodo in Synagogam pot uit admitti tam te- 
Pentinus, tam ignotus, cujus nemo adhuc certus de Tribu, 
de Populo, de Domo, de Cenſu deniq; Auguſti? Quem 
Teſtem fideliſſimum Dominicæ Nativitatis Romana Ar- 
chiva cuſtodiunt. And , lib, iv. c. 19. p. 433. _ 
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the earlieſt Time, beyond or before Which 
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and accurate Writer, informs us; That to his 
Time an Account of our Saviour Nativity 
was carefully preſerved among the Archives 
of the Roman People at Rome : And it is 
well known that the Latin Church began 
very early to keep his Birth-Day on the 25 
Day of December every Year 8. Now, ſince 

there 


& Cenſus conſtat actos ſub Auguſto nunc in Judæa per 
Sentium Saturninum, apud quos Genus ejus inquirere po- 
tuiſſent. . | 

E So likewiſe St. Auſtin, and ſo St. Chryſoſtom, Two 


ſufficient Witneſſes, who flouriſhed about the Year of our 


Lord 400, expreſly aflure us: And ſo Bucherius informs 
us, That he found it marked in a Raman Calendar, proba- 
bly as ancient as the Year of our Lord 354. And here- 
with agrees that Obſervation of St. Au; Hominis diſ- 

nſatio minor minorq; fiebat, qua: ſignificabatur in Jo- 

nne: Dei diſpenſatio in Domino noſtro Jeſu Chriſto 
creſcebat, quod &. Natalibus eorum oſtenditur. Nam ille 
natus eft, — tradit ECCLESIA, 3. Calendas Julias, 
cum jam incipiunt minui dies: Dominus autem natus, 8 vo. 
Calendas Fanuarias, quando jam dies incipiunt creſcere. Au- 
di ipſum Johannem confitentem, Ilum oportet creſcere, me 
autem minui. For, upon computing the true Time of the 
Solſtices for the Year of Rome, 750. I find that at Fers- 
ſalem the Summer Solſtice fell out on the 24h Day of 
June, about Six or Seven o Clock in the Afternoon; and 
the Winter Solſtice on the 234 Day of December, about 
Seven or Eight o Clock in the Morning: And hence, I 
think, we may juſtly infer, 1. That St. Auſtius Obſerva- 
tion is ſo far literally true, That the Days began to ſhorten 
about the Time that John the Day was born ; and that 
they began to lengthen about the Time that our Blefled 
Lord was born. 2. That thoſe Chriſtians in After- ages 
were not much miſtaken, who thought that John tbe Bap- 
tiſt was born on Midſummer Days as well as on the 24 
Day of June; and that our Bleſſed Lord was horn on Mid- 


uinter Day, as well as on the a5 Day of December. 7 — 
3. 
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there is but one December between the 19" 
of Auguſt, An. U. o 750, and the 25 of 
November, An. U. C. 751. and fince it 
would be unreaſonable to imagine, that the 
Church in rhoſe early Days would ſet apart 
a Day for this Solemnity different from that 
recorded in the Publick and Authentick Re- 
gifters then in Being; I hope I may, without 
running the Hazard of being thought too cre- 


dulous, take the Liberty to conclude with 
one of the moſt learned and elegant Hiſtorians 


3. That a late eminent Mathematician (in his Obſervar/ozs 
on the Prophecies of Daniel, Chap. ii. p. 144 145.) is great- 
ly miſtaken in aſſerting, That all the great Feſtival Days of 
the Year were fixed in the firſt Chriſtian Calendars by Ma- 
thematicians at Pleaſure, without any Ground in Tradition. 
For, had Mathematicians had any Hand in fixing the Feaſt 
of the Nativity of John the Baptiſt and of our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour; and had they been determined only by the Cardinal 
Periods of the Year, they would probably have fixed them 
on thoſe Days of the Months on which the Sun entered into 
Cancer and Capricorn, in thoſe Yearsin which they made 
their Calendars: Or, if they had Reſpect to the Year in 
which John the Baptiſt and our Bleſſed Lord were born; 
they would not ſurely have placed the Birth of the former 
on the Day of the Summer Solſtice, and that of the latter 
Two Days after the Winter Solſtice: And the like may be 
ſaid of the Annunciation of the Bleſſed Virgin, which the 
Church kept on the 25 Day of March, Three Days after 
the Vernal Equinox ; and of the Feaſt of St. Michael, which 
the Church kept on the 25g Day of September, Fout Days 
after the Autwmnal Equinox. Vid Tillemont Mem. Ec- 
cleſiaſt. Tom. i. Note 4. Sur le Jour et Annie de la Niſe 
Jance de Feſus Chriſt. And Marſballs Obſervations on the 
Saxon Goſpels, p. 519 592, Edit. Amſtel. 1684. But 
more eſpecially the learned Se/dex's little, but excellent Treas 
tiſe on the Birth of our Saviouft wales; 


Y = Fon. of 
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of his Time!, That our Lord Jeſus Chriſt was 
born of the Bleſſed Virgin Mary, on the 25 
Day of December, (8vo. Kalend. Fanuarias 
Sabino et Rufino Cofſ.) An. U. C. 750. 


HAVING 


i Sulp. Sever. Sacr. Hiſt, lib. ii. c. 39. p. 347. Ed. Am- 
ſel. 1665. And if it be admitted (as I think it muſt) that 
Tertullian reckons the Years of Avguſtas's Reign from the 
Death of Julius Cæſar, (An. U. C. 710. March 16) his 
Teſtimony as to this Particular will likewiſe agree with the 
Year which we have fixed upon. For, according to Ter- 
rullian, the firſt 14 (not, as our printed Copies have it, the 
firſt 13) Years of Auguſtus, viz. from An. U. C. 710. to 
An. U. C. 724. were concurrent with the laſt 14 Years of 
Cleopatra; and we know that he reigned 43 Years after her 
Death ; which in round Numbers is very true. Andupon 
this Foot, the 41ſt Year of Auguſtus, in which he places 
the Birth of Chriſt, commenced the 16m Day of March, 
An. U. C. 750. and ended the 15* Day of March, An. U. 
C. 751. Tertullian. adverſ. Fudeos, c. viii. p. 190. And 
ſo Euſebius obſerves, Chronic. lib. poſter. ad Num. 2014. 
Tertullianus in eo libro, quem contra Judæos ſcripſit, af- 
firmat Chriſtum 410 Anno Auguſti natum. And to the 
ſame Purpoſe Irenæus, Natus eſt etiam Dominus Noſter 
circa primum et quadrageſimum annum imperii Auguſti, 
Contr. Hæreſ lib. iii. c. 21. p. 216. And with theſe Au- 
thorities agrees the Author of the Apocryphal Goſpel, in- 
tituled Evangelium Infantiæ, who tells us expreſly, Anno 
autem Trecenteſimo Nono Æræ Alexandri (Ar Seleucida- 
rum) edixit Auguſtus, ut deſcriberetur unuſquiſque in patria 
ſua: ſurrexit itaq; Joſephus, et aſſumpta Maris ſponſa ſua, 
Hietoſolymam abiit, venitq; Bethlehemum, ut cum familia 
ſua in yrbe Patria deſcriberetur. Cumq; ad fpeluncam 
per veniſſent, faſſa eſt Maria Joſepho, inſtare ſibi tempus 
pariendi, neq; poſſe ſe in urbem proficiſci. Cod. Apocryph. 
N. Teſt. Vol. I. p. 169. For we have already obſerved, 
That the Æra of the Seleucidæ began in Autumn, An. U. 
C. 442. And if to this we add 308 complete Years, it 
will bring us down to Autumn, An. U. C. 750: So that if 
Chriſt was born on the 25*" of December, Au. U. C. 750. 
a8 I have placed it, it follow; neceſſarily, that he muſt — 
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Hav thus diſcovered the true Time ot 
our Bleſſed Lord's Birth, I come now in the 
Second Place to ſhew, That upon the Suppo- 
ſition. of his being born at the Time which I 
have here fixed upon, the Sacred Hiſtorians 
are not only perfectly conſiſtent with one ano- 
ther, and with themſelves, in all the Circum- 
ſtances which they have mentioned relating 
to his Birth and Infancy; but that, in Truth, 
they have advanced nothing in relation to 
either, that can be made appear to be any 
ways inconſiſtent” with any other Authentic 
Hiſtory whatſoever. . 422967 ee 


IF we proceed in this Inquiry according to 
the Order of Time, the firſt Thing that oc- 
curs to our Obſervation, is, That Decree, 
which, according to St. Lule, went out from 
Czfar Auguſtus for Taxing, or, to ſpeak more 
agrecable to the Original, for Regiſtering or 


been born in the zogtk Year of the Greeks, as this Goſpel 
Places it: So that, if any-Streſs is to be laid upon what this 
- Goſpel ſays, it proves demonſtrably; That Chriſt muſt have 
been born between Autumn, Ax. U. C. 750, and Autumn, 
An. U. C. 751. And, conſequently, moſt probably on the 
250 of December, An. U. C. 750. as I have placed it. 
Natus eſt Dominus Noſter Chriſtus die 25 Canun, et 
dog — — ; id eſt (fays — from Eutychius, 
ie Anno Civili Vetorum Fudæorum, c. 8. p. 45), 2 
dic Decembris Julian. © n 
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Enrolling all the World; and which, accord- 
ing to his Account, was put in Execution 
when Cyrenius was Governor of Syria, and 
in that very Year in which our Bleſſed Lord 
was born. Now, ſince St. Matthew has 
taken no manner of Notice of this Decree at 
all; and, conſequently, ſince it cannot be 
faid, that upon the Suppoſition of its having 
been iſſued out in the 750" Year of Rome, 
St. Luke has thereby advanced any Thing in- 
conſiſtent with St. Matthew ; all that can 
be required farther is only to ſhew, that upon 
the fame Suppoſition, neither has St. Luke 
advanced any Thing repugnant to, or incun- 
tent with, any other Authentic Hiſtory 
whatſoever. And to ſatisfy the learned Reader 
as to this, I hope the following Obſervations 
may be ſufficient; | 


1. Thar there was about this Time ſuch 
a Perſon as Cyrenzius, or, according to the 
Roman Way of writing the Name, Curiptus 
or Quirinius, is ſufficiently known, Ac: 
cording to Florus k, he was ſent to ſub- 


| 1 Ed. Par. e er fe Mar- 
- maridas atq; Garamantas Curinio ſubigendos dedit. Potuit 
er ille redire Marmaricus, ſed mg ſtior in æſtimanda 
VIRors fuit. TS: 

but 
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but for his Modeſty, might have been ſur- 
named Marmaricus And, according to Ta- 
citus |, he was, for his martial Atchieyements, 
and other eminent Services, firſt made Con- 
ſul (An. U. C. 742.) then obtained the Ho- 
nour of a Triumph; was after this appointed 
Governor to Caius, before he ſet out from 
Syria for Armenia m; and at laſt died valtly 
rich, after Tiberius came to be Emperor. 
Now this being a Perſon of the ſame Name 
with him mentioned by St. Luke, one who 
certainly had Intercſt enough to obtain, 'and 
who was cvery way qualified to fill any Sta- 
tion; what hinders but that we may con- 
clude that this very Perſon was Governor of 
Syria at the Time St. Lube mentions ? 


2. Ir is very well known that about this 
Time Hria was generally governed by Two 
Perſons ; that is to ſay, by One who had the 
chief Command of all Military Affairs; and 


! Annal. Lib. iii. p. 448. Ed. Par, in Dſum Delph. Sub 
id Tempus, ut Mors Sulpitii Quirinii publicis exequiis fre- 
quentaretur, petivit (Tiberius) à Senat: Nihil ad veterem 
et Patriciam Sulpitiorum familiam Quirinius pertinuit. Sed 
impiger Militiæ, et acribus Mimiſteriis, Conſulatum ſub Divo 
Auguſto, (Au. U. C. 742.) mox expugnatis per Ciliciam 
Homonadenſiam Caſtellis, inſignia triumphi adeptus- ; 
datuſq; rector C. Czſari Armeniam obtinenti, Tiberium 
quoq; Rhodi agentem coluerat. * . a 

m The learned Noris places this in the latter End of the 
Year 755, or in the Year 756. Cenotaph. Piſan. p. 267. 
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by another who had the Care of the Finances, 
And thus we ſee in Joſephus, that when He- 
rod cartied his Two Sons, Alexander and 
Ariſtobulus, down to Berytus, (An. U. C, 
746.) to be tried for their Lives, Saturni- 
nus appeared there as Preſident, and Yolum- 
nius as Procurator of Hria n. And again, at 
the Death of Herod, (An. L. C. 751.) it ap- 
pears that at the ſame Time that Varus was 
Preſident, Sabinus was Procurator of Hria o. 


3. Wrartever the proper and diſctimi- 
nating Titles of theſe Two Governors might 
be, it appears from Joſephus, that they were 
both equally and indiflcrcntly called 8 
T0 bh Erie 2 and 5 Hehabves F. r. 


Joſeph. Antiq. lib. xvi. c. II. p. 743. 
o Id. ibid. lib. xvii. c. 9. p. 774. | 
vo Antiq. lib. xv. c. 10. p. 697. Quin et eum etw) 
cum Syriæ procuratoribus conjunxit (Auguſtus), eiſq; ne 
quid fine Herodis ſententia facerent, imperavit. ' 'Eyxa]a- 
vue 9 a al, Tols eT/[gonevuct . 4 Zogias, iran. 
ales ule + ixtins ydh¹,ẽb Talia mt. 
| Anti. lib. xvi. c. 9. p. 734: Qua de re coram Satur- 
nino et 'olumnio, qui tum Syriz præeſſent, diſceptatum 
eſt ; Ieęi ov ri Ts Zevgrive Kel. OvoAvpris Tov Supias 
Eris 2 4 2170 N % . 
Antiq. lb. xvi. c. 9. Vas 4. Ille vero hac de re lo- 
Futus cum Saturnino et olamgio, Cæſarianis ducibus ; 3 
Fuel ves q Oithirys]o meet TeTwy Tols Keaigager ny5{14001y Za. 
 Teprive 7s x Ovoaspric.: Id. lib. xvi. c. 10. p. 741. 
| 7 aditos aliquoties Syriæ Duces Saturninum et Yolum- 
ium, =&]ugvivey FT} eie 7 T Evpias Nye ubras. 
t Adi bis in eadem pagina. 
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4. THAT it appears not only from the ex- 
preſs Teſtimony of Juſtin Martyr i, but like- 
wiſe from the plain Confeſſion of the Empe- 
ror Julian, That Cyrenius was one of the 
Governors of Syria, when the Cenſus men- 
tioned by St, Luke was taken. 


5. That it likewiſe appears from the ex- 
preſs Teſtimony of Tertullian v, That Sentius 
Saturninus was another of the Governors of 
Syria, when the Cenſus mentioned by St. 
Like was taken, 


6. That Joſephus, and all the other Hiſto- 
rians of thoſe Times, are wholly ſilent as to 
the Name of the Perſon or Perſons who acted 


* II. pro Chriſtianis, p. 75. Edit. Par. 1617. 
Vicus quidem eſt Bethlehem in regione Judzorum, 35 
Stadiis Hieroſolymis diftans, ubi natus eſt Chriſtus Jeſus : 
Quemadmodum et ex deſcriptionibus Cenſus acti, quæ 
ſub Cyrenio, primo veſtro in Judæa procuratore, ſunt 
confectæ, intelligere poteſtis; s x waldy Jvrags tx 7 
dmoypapoy F yerpirey e Kupnvis Ts vpelips by Led 
TywTs yErourvs $71TLLDE, / 5 93,4160: ah 

t Julianus Imperator & Apoſtata, apud 1 * Alexand. 
lib. vi. contra Julianum, p. 213. Ed. Spanh. Lypſiæ, 1696. 
Jeſus, quem vos prædicatis, unus erat ex Cæſaris ſubditis. 
Dicitis quippe ipſum cum patre ac matre ſub Cyrenio 
Cenſum fuiffe ; g uſer: au7%Y droypal ada pit Te 
ware Y & ui ps æ i RU ͤ“ iii 
I Adverſus Marcionem, hb. iv. c. 19. p. 433, Sed et 
Cenſus conſtat actos ſub Auguſto nunc in Judz# per Sen- 
ien Saturninum, apud quos genus ejus inquirere patu- 

t. ; ; . | h 


. 
| As 
* 
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as Procurators for the Romans in Syria, from 
the Year of Rome 746, to the Year 751. 


7. THAT it may be proved from Foſzphus, 
That Sentins Saturninus was Preſident of 
Syria, An. U. C. 750. and that he probably 
continued in that Office all that Year; and for 
ſome Part of the next, till he was relieved by 
Varus. Joſephus, in the Account which he 
has given us of Sy//zu3's Conſpiracy againſt 
Herod's Life w, tells us <xpreſly, 1. That this 
Plot was not diſcovered till after Antipater's 
Departure for, if not after his Arrival at, Rome : 
And, 2, That Herod having apprehended the 
Confpirators, and having acquainted Satur- 
ninus with the whole Affair, and ſent the 
guilty Perſons to him, Saturninus ſent them 
all to Rome. Now, if we ſuppoſe that An- 
tipater might make his Voyage from Jeruſa- 
lem to Rome in two Months; that Pheroras 
was ſent to his Terrarchy preſently after An- 
tipaters Departure from Judæa, and that he 
died in about one Month after Antipater's 
Arrival at Rome 3 that Antipater's own Plot 
againſt his Father's Life might be diſcovered 
in abont one Month after the Death of Phe- 
roras ; that after this Diſcovery Antipater 
continued ſeven Months at Rame, without 


Ag lib. xvii. c. 3. p. 7% 755. | 
having 
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having any Intelligence of the Matter * 3 
that in two Months more he might make his 
Voyage from Rome to Feruſalem ; that upon 
his Arrival at Jeruſalem he was tried by &. 
Varus, then lately come to ſucceed Saturni- 
nus as Preſident of Syria y; and that it might 
take up four or five Months, or more, before 
Herod could ſend an Account of his Pro- 
ceedings againſt Antipater to Auguſtus, and 
get his Conſent to put him to Death: I ſay, 
If we lay all theſe” Circumſtances together, it 
ſeems very evident to me, that the whole 
Time between Antipater's ſetting out on this 
laſt Voyage of his to Nome, and the Death 
of Herod, could not well exceed 18 or 19 
Months; and that therefore we may very 
reaſonably conclude, That Antipater did not 
ſet out upon this Voyage from Juden, till 
about the latter End of April, or the Begin- 
ning of May, An. U. C. 750. Now ſince 
Hllæurs Plot againſt Herods Life was not 


* Antiq. lib. xyii. c. 4. p. 753. Mirum autem alicui 
videatur, quod Septimum jam menſem tam multa adverſus 
eum moverentur in Judza, quorum ipſe omnium ignarus 
eſlet; D@avudore d' ay Tis dv, rend di e Lachs ar 

; _ * wandt Tgertgo £914, ww are Sian oA- 
+ yoi}o. | 


y Antiq. lib. xvii. g. 5. p. 759. Erat eo tempore Hie- 
roſolymis Quintilius Varus, miſſus Saturnino ſucceſſor ad 
gubernandam Syriam; *ETuſxeys 4e © Terononuuurs weld 
T'sTov Tov a "Ovages Kvivliaes, diddÞoxos ir Earupwing 

F Zvgiq ag dc & a5 ARC, 


diſcovered 
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diſcovered till ſome Time after Antipater's 
Departure for Rome ; and, conſequently, ſince 
Herod could not poſlibly ſend the Conſpira- 
tors to Saturninus before that Time; it clear- 


ly follows, That Saturninus muſt have been 


one of the Governors of Syria in April and 
May, An. U. C. 750. And if it be further 
conſidered, That Antipaters Trial before 
Paris cannot well be placed ſooner than 
May or June, An. U. C. 751. and that it is 
upon that Occaſion that Joſephus firſt takes 
Notice of Varus being come to ſucceed Sa. 


turninus ; I think nothing is more evident, 


than that, according to Jeſephus, Saturninus 
continued to act as Preſident of Syria all the 
Vear 750. if not for two or three Months of 
the next Year, till Varus could come to re· 


1 


8. Trar it appears from st. Luke's own 


Words, that there were two Cenſis's of the 


Fews, taken at different Times; which he 
diſtinguiſhes by ſuch Characters as cannot 


N eaſily be miſtaken : The firft, 7 aToſpagn Tow 
a under Cyrenius, in the Year that our bleſ- 


fed Lord was born 2; and the ſecond, under 


"the Conduct of the Ge Cyrentus, after the 


* 


Baniſhment 


„ 
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Baniſhment of Archelaus, when one Judas 


a Galilean raiſed a great Sedition among the 
Pcople a, 


9. As St. Luke has moſt accurately cha- 
racteriz d the very Year of the ſecond Cenſus, 
by telling us that Judas of Galz/ee. roſe up 
in thoſe Days, and drew away much People 
after him; ſo we cannot. but conclude that 
he would be equally, it not more careful, to 
charaQerize the Firſt, as being the Year in 
which that Divine Perſon was born, the Hi- 
ſtory of whoſe Life he had undertaken to write. 
By telling us therefore, that the Firſt Cenſus 
was taken, when Cyrenius was Governor of 
Syria, we muſt neceſſarily conclude that Cy- 
renius was ſent expreſly into Syria. for that 
Purpoſe ; that he left that Country again, as 
ſoon as he had executed what he came for 
and that the whole Time of his Stay in Syria 
did not exceed the Space of One Year. 


10. Upon the Whole; ſince it thug appears 
that Sentius Saturninus was Governor of H 
ria, An. U. C. 750.. and that he continued 
in that Station all that Year at leaſt, if not 


2 Acts v. 37. compared with Joſeph: Antiq. lib. xviii. 
c. I. p. 792, 794- lib. xx. c. 4. p. 886. 


for 
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for the firſt two or three Months of the next; 
does not this confirm the Teſtimony of Ter- 
tullian beyond all Contradiction, who tells 
us, That the Cenſus mentioned in the 2d 
Chapter of St. Luke, was taken when this 
very Perſon was Governor of Syria ? Since 
it now appears, that there were generally, if 
not always, about this Time, Two Governors 
of Syria ? Since we have proved that Sentius 
Saturninus was One of the Governors of that 
Province, An. U. C. 750. and ſince Hiſtory 
is wholly ſilent as to the Name of the other 
for that Year ; what hinders but that we may 
and ought to conclude, that Cyrenius was the 
other Governor of Syria, An. U. C. 750 5 
and, conſequently, that the Firſt Cenſus men- 
tioned by St. Luke was really taken in that 
very Year, in which l have (for other Reaſons) 
placed the Birth of our Bleſſed Saviour? I 
will not now ask, Whether this be any way 
repugnant to, ot inconſiſtent with, any other 
Authentick Fifory' bur l muſt take the Free- 


Fo 


| | a Deſc mana bh proſectus eſt in ci- 
vitatem Nen. vix fieri W ante Annum U. C. 
556: Nam Quirinlus non potüit ſortiri provinciam, niſi 
An, U. C. 748: poſt exactum 4 geſto Conſulatu quinquen- 
niam. In profectione ſus, in itinere, in debellandis Ho- 
- monadenſibus; quos vicit fame, abire potuit unas et alter 
_— JI 7 * 8558 7 1 deſeribendam 
udzatn ſuſcepiſſe ante o. Lamy Apparat. 
—.— Part. i. c. II. 11 P. 87. a 
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dom to ask, What can be more conſonant; | 
and agrecable to the beſt Hiſtory that we have 
of the Jewiſb Affairs about this Time? 


Taz Reader, I hope, will pardon. me, if, 
after what has been ſaid, I take the Liberty ta 
obſerve, with what little Reaſon ſome have 
wondered that Joſephus, who expreſly men- 
tions the Second Cenſus in the Beginning of 
the 18th Book of his Antiqnities, ſhould have 
wholly omitted to ſay any Thing of the Firſt + 

in the 17t Book of the ſame excellent Work: 
And on the other hand, how inconſiſtentiy 
others have endeavoured to maintain, that 
the Oath of Fidelity, which the Fews took - 
to Ceſar and Herod, ſoon after the Execution 
of the two young Princes, Alexander and Ari. 
ſtobulus, was impoſed upon them at the ſame - 
Time that the Firſt Cenſus was taken For 
it is moſt evident, That the firſt Severn Chap- 
ters of the 17® Book of Foſephus's Antiqui- 
ties are chicfly taken up with the Misfortunes 
that befel Herod and his Family; and with 
the ſeveral Incidents that contributed thereto. 
for the laſt Five or Six Years of his Lifes fo 
g that it is not at all to be wondered, That 
when Joſe zphus was treating of fuch a Subjedt,.. 
he ſhould take no Notice of the Firſt Cn. 
which was only Perſanal, and which: had nei- 


hide 
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ther any good nor any bad Effect upon that 


Prince's Affairs. But with regard to the Second, 
the Cale is widely different; for, when upon 
the Removal of Archelaus, Fudea was redu- 
ced to a Roman Province, and made ſubor- 


5 dinate to that of Syria; How could ſuch an 
Hliſtorian as Jeſephus omit taking Notice of 
ſuch an eſſential Change in the Con/titution 


of his- Country? How could he avoid taking 
Notice of this Second Cenſus, which compel- 
led his Countrymen not only to Regiſter their 
Perſons and Eſtates; but likewiſe to pay a 


pProportionable Tax out of them, towards the 


Support and Preſervation of the new Eſta- 
blifbment 2 How could he omit mentioning the 


Names of the Perſons who were chicfly em- 
ploy d by Auguſtus, in contriving and ſettling 
the ſame? And as for the Oath of Fidelity, 


which Herod made the Jeus take to Ceſar 


2 td Himſelf; it plainly appears, both from 
the Courſe of the Narration, and from the Be- 


haviour of Pheroras and his Wife upon that 
Occaſion, Thatthe whole Nation of the Fews 


Was at that Time in no ſmall Ferment on Ac- 
count of the ſudden and untimely End of the 


only two Princes of his Family, who were 
Favourites with the People; and conſequently, 


That that Oath was impoſed upon them ſoon 


after the Death of thoſe unfortunate Princes; 
| þ FE not 


4 ®% 
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not by virtue of any Order or Decree from 

Cæſur for that Purpoſe, but metely for his 

own Safety and Preſervation. I cannot them 
fore but humbly ſubmit it, whether they whe 
place this Swearing, and the Fir Cenſus 

St. Luke, in one and the ſame Tear, have not 

ſhewn more Zeal than Judgment it in ſo NV ? * 5 


As for the orhbe CiroumRtarites RN 
Sacred "Hiſtorians have recorded concerning 
the Birth and Infancy of the cyer-bleſſedJe- 
ſus; it muſt be confeſſed that it would be 
a vain Thing to think to fix them to the very 
Days, or even to tlie very Months in which they 
reſpectively happened: But, if Probabilities 
may be admitted, where Certainty is nat $6-_ 
be had, I am humbly of Opinion, that WW 
ſhall not deviate much from the Truth, if we. 8 
take the Liberty to range them in the follows; * 
ing Order. 1 ' al | | 


An. U. c. 750. . 


IN the Month of March, 1 Agel Ga. 9 
briel ig ſent unto the Bleſſed Virgin Mary, o 
declare unto her, that ſhe ſhould conceive and © 
bring forth a 1 "bes fe ſions: call 4 


h1s Name Jesvs b. 


Kd.” i 
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-TN April, and perhaps about the latter 
End of it, Antipater being afraid of having 
his Intrigues with Pheroras and others againſt 
his Father's Life, diſcovered, ſets out from 
Jeruſalem for Rome e. 


IN May, and perhaps about the Begin- 
ning of it, Phetoras zs ordered by Herod to 
retire to his Tetrarchy, which he late; 
WN With d. | 


| I N June, Herod diſcovers Syllzus's Plot ; 
ſends the Conſpirators to Sentius Saturninus; 
falls fick ; ſends for Pheroras to come to ſee 
him, which he refuſes ta do e. John the 
Baptiſt born ond the latter End of this 
* B bs | 


5 N July, Pheroras falls ſick; Herod makes 
him a Viſit ; Pheroras repents of his wicked 
Deſigns againſt his Brother's Life; is priſe 
ed 9 br own Wife, and dies f, 


* N 858 Herod les 4 ; magnificent 
a, for Pheroras, is informed that his 


© 6. Joſep. Ant. lib. &vii. c. 3. 8 2. p. 754- 
4 Id. codem Capite, $ 3. p. 755 
„Id. ibid. p. 755. N 
Id. ibidem. Wi 
755 7e 
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Wife had poiſoned him ; and diſcovers that 
Antipater, in Conjunction with Pheroras and 
others, had laid a Plot to take —_—_ his own 
Life 8. 


IN September, Herod diſcovering that 
his Wife Mariamne, the Daughter of Simon 
(the Son of Bocthus) the High- -Prieſt, was 
privy to the Conſpiracy againſt his Life, di- 
vorces her; ſtrikes her Son out of his Will; 
removes her Father Simon from the . High 

Prieſthood; and confers that Honour upon 
Matthias, the Son of Theophilus, a DN 
of * h. 

IN October, Matthias Avohgl had an im- 
pure Dream the Night before the Day of 
the great Expiation, is diſabled from offict- 
ating in the Holy of Holies that Day. Jo- 
ſephus the Son of Ellamus is choſen to offs- 
ctate in his Room, pro hac vice i, Herod 
enters into the-37% Tear of his Reign, com- 


 puting from the Time of his being fee” de- 
clared King at Rome. | 


I December, and * as 25 th Day. af 
the * 16 * in Bethlehem, the C E 


| +14. Ant, m. c. 6.44 p. A. | 
| E 2 David, 
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David, & 4 Pure and Holy Virgin, I sur 
Cun lr, the Son of GOD, and the * 
of the World. 


An. U. C. 751. 


IN January, and on the Fir Day of the 

Month, the young Child is circumciſed, and 

called Jesus, being ſo named of the Angel 

before he was conceived in the Womb of the 
Bleſſed Vi in k, 


IN February, Jeſus is brought up by Jo- 
ſeph and Mary to Jeruſalem, to be preſented 
to the Lord ; Simeon and Anna propheſy in 
the Temple concerning him l. Certain wiſe, 
holy, and divinel} ent; gbtened Men come from 
the Eaſt, inquiring for him that is born King 
of the Jews. Herod, and all Jeruſalem being 
troubled thereat, he aſſembles the Chief Prieſts 
and Scribes of the People together, and de- 
mands of them where Chriſt ſbould be burn; 
Be examines the Wiſe Men about the Star 
which appeared to them in the Eaſt, and ſends 
them to Bethlehem, to find out the young Child 
which they came to look for. The Wiſe Men 


k Luke ii. 21. 
1 Id. ver. 2238. 


S. Made and . Luke «Goſpels. 5 ; 


being guided by the ſame divine Appearance 
which they had ſeen before in the Eaſt, come 
into the Houſe, and ſee the young Child with 
Mary his Mother, and fall down and worſbip 
him; and having opened their Treaſures, 
they preſent unto him Gifts, Gold, Frankin- 
cenſe, and Myrrh m: Then being warned of 
God that they ſhould not return to Herod, 
they depart into their own Country another 
Way n. Upon the Departure of the Wiſe 
Men, Joleph, by the Command of the Angel 
of the Lord, ariſes, and takes the young 
Child and his Mother, and flees with them 
into Egypt o and Herod, ſeeing that he 
was mocked of the Wiſe Men, ſends forth 
and ſlays all the Children that were in Beth- 
lehem, and in all the Coaſts thereof, from 
Two Tears old and under, according to the 
Time which he had diligently inquired. of the 


m Chalcidius in Timeum Platonis, p. 219. Eſt quoque 
alia ſanctior et venerabilior hiſtoria ; quæ perhibet, ortu 
ſellz cujuſdam, non morbos, mortelq; denunciatos, ſed 
Deſcen/um Dei Venerabilis ad humanæ conſeryationis, re- 
rumq; mortalium gratiam. Quam ſtellam cum nocturno 
itinere ſuſpexiſſent Chaldæorum profecto ſapientes viri, et 
conſideratione rerum cceleſtium ſatis exercitati, url 
dicuntur Recentem Ortum Dei; repertaq; illa Majeſtate 
puerili veneratos cile, et vota, Deo tanto convenientia, nun- 
cupäſſe. 

n Matthew ii. 1 

o Id. ibid. 13, 14. 


12. 


„ 


e 
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Wiſe Men”. I know that the Coming of 
the Wiſe Men to Jeruſalem, and the Slaugh. 
fer of the Infants in Bethlehem, are gene- 
rally placed long before the Purification of the 
Bleſſed Virgin. But if it be conſidered, that, 
according to St. Luke, the Infant Jeſus was 
preſented to the Lord before he was carried 
into Egypt; and that this was not done until 
his Mother had accompliſhed the Forty Days, 
which according to the Law of Moſes was 
the Time appointed for her Purification ; and 
if it be conſidered on the other hand, That 
St. Matthew leaves the Time of the Coming 
of the Wiſe Men to Jeruſalem, indefinite ; 
and only obſerves, that the Flight of Joſeph, 
with the young Child and his Mother, into 
Egypt, followed immediately after their De- 
parture to their own Country ; I ſay, if we 
duly conſider and compare theſe Things toge- 
ther, in my humble Opinion, it neceſſarily Jol. 
lows, That the Coming of the Wiſe Men to 
Jeruſalem, and the Slaughter of the Infants 
in Bethlehem, ought to be placed ſome Time 
inthis Month, and not in the preceding Month 


of January. 


Matt. ii. 16—18. 

Macrob. Saturn. lib. 2. c. 4. p. 232. Cum audiſſet (Au- 
guſtus) inter Pueros, quos in Syria Herodes Rex Judæotrum 
intra Bimatum juſſit interfigi, Filium quoq; ejus occiſum; 
alt, Melts ett Herodis Porcum ell -» quam Filium. 


S. Matthew nia S. Luke sGoſpels 75 


1 N March, Quintilius Varus arrives at 
Antioch ; tales upon himſelf the Government 
of Syria; Sentius Saturninus returns to Rome; 
Antipater, who had now lived Seven Months 
at Rome, without knowing or being any Ways 
apprized of the Diſcoveries which his Father 
had made againſt him, ever ſince the Month 
of Auguſt aff, ſets out from Rome on his 
Return home N 


IN April, 1 Herod ſends an Invitation to 
Quintilius Varus, the new Governor of Syria, 
to come and make him a Viſit at Jeruſalem, 
and to aſſiſt him with a dave about An- 


tipater r. 


I N May, Quintilius Varus comes to Jerus 
ſalem, and is magnificently: entertained by 

Herod ; Antipater arrives at Jeruſalem ; He- 
rod and Varus {it in Judgment N 


q Joſeph. Antiq. lib. xvii. c. 4. . 3. p. 758. Mirum au- 


tem alicui videatur, quod ſeptimum jam menſem tam multa 


adverſus eum moverentur in Judza, quorum ipſe 6mnium 
ignarus eſſet. 


r Id. lib. xvii. c. 5. $ 2. p. 759. Erat eo tempore He- 
roſolymis Quintilius TS miſſus Saturnino Succeſſor ad 
gubernandam Syriam : Veneratq; Herodis rogatu, ut ei ſu- 
per præſentibus negotiis conſilium daret. 1 


E40 | ter; 
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ter; he is found guilty : Varus returns to An- 
tioch, and Herod awer his Sen l. 


F X june, Herod {ends Ambaſſadors fo 
Cæſar, to inform him of what had paſſed 
about Antipater; Acme, one of the Empreſs's 
Women Servants, is atcuſed of being con- 
cerned in Antipatet's Conſpiracy, and more 
Ambaſſadors are ſent 4 Rome . 


1 N July, Herod Falls fick ; makes his Will; 
deſpairs of recovering, being about 70 Tears 
of Age; is reported to be dead; Judas and 
Matthias, Two of the Jewiſh Doctors, flir up 
the People to Sedition 3 they pull down the 
Golden Eagle which Herod had ſet up over 
one of the Gates of the Temple ; Matthias js 
removed from being High Prieſt ; Jozarus his 
Mifes Brother is created High Prieſt in his 
Stead; and Matthias, one of the Ring hadors 
of the Riot, is burnt alive v. 


WW” N Auguſt, Herod calls in the Phyſicians, 
and follows their Advice in all T, bings v. 
ti. — 6 
E a p. th hb. - c. 5. 9253 7. p. 759-764; 


V Id. lib. xvii. cl 6. x 1 5 26 168. 
* Id. ibid. p. 768, 769. 


IN 


S. Matthew and d. Luke's Gofpels. 3 


IN September, Herod finding no Benefit 
from any Thing that the Phyſicians could pre- 
ſcribe, goes by their Advice to the Baths at 
Callirrhoe beyond Jordan, and wes them for 


ſome Time x. 


IN October, Herod returns 60 Jeriahny * E 


grows melancholy, ſummons the chief of the 
Jews to come to him at Jericho, and impriſons 
them in the Hippodrome . 


IN November, Herod receives Letters 
from his Ambaſſadors at Rome; has Cæſar g 
Leave to do by Antipater as he thinks fit; 
grows ſomewhat better upon this News ; re- 
lapſes again; is grievouſly tormented; attempts 
to kill himſelf; but is hindered by Achiabus ; 
makes his laſt Will; orders Antipater 2 be 
put to Death on the 20th; and dies himſelf 
on the 25th Day of this Month *. 


IN December, Archelaus Makes great 
Preparations for Herod's Funeral. 


* Id. ibid. 
Id. ibid. 
F Id. Antiq. lib, xvii. c. 7. p. 769, 770, 
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"of. UC 752. 


7 N Nen the Preparation for Herod's 
Funeral are continued.  _ 


IN February, Herod js 8 in gives 
Pomp and State Jrow Jericho 70 can 
4 there buried ». DT "Ive. - 


1 N March, the Tons petition Archelaus 
to redreſs ſevergl of their Grievances ; he gives 
them favourable Anſwers; they mutiny, and 

about 3000 of them are Oy at 92 7 Paſ- 
over b. 


27 01 1 April, Archelaus goes to Cæſarea in 
order to tale Shipping for Rome; Sabinus 
Czlar's Procurator in Syria meets Archelaus 
at Cæſarea; Varus, upon Archelaus's Requeſt, 
meets him at the ſame Place; Sabinus pro- 
miſes not to go up into Judea, nor to meddle 

with Herod's Treaſures, till Cæſar s Pleaſure 
about them ſhould be known ; Archelaus there- 
upon ſets Sail for Rome; and Varus returns 


2 Joſeph. Antiq. lib. xyii. c. 8. F 3. p. 771. 
Id. ibid. $ 4- e 83. p. 7737 774. 
0 


$. Matthew and $.Luke"sGoſpels. 39 
o Antioch e. About the ſame Time Antipas, 
another of Herod's Sons, ſets out for Rome, 


in order to put in his Claim to the King- © 


dom, preferable to Archelaus, and is therein 
ſtrongly ſupported by e oo the reſt of He- 
rod's Oy d. 


IN May, Sabinus, in Breach if his Pro- 
miſe, goes up to Jeruſalem; rakes Poſſeſſion 
of the Palace; endeavours to get ſeveral other 
ſtrong Places into his Hands; and plunders 
the Sacred Treaſures ; the Jews, being af: 
ſembled together in great Numbers from all 
Parts at the Feaſt of Pentecoſt, riſe up 
againſt him, and reduce him to great l ; 
and Varus, being informed of his Diſtreſs, 
comes with Two Legions, and many other 
Auxiliaries, to his Aſſiſtance, and ſuppreſſes 
the Rebellion. After which, the Jews are 
permitted by Varus to ſend a ſolemn En. 
'baſſy to Rome, to beg to have a Roman 
Governor ſet over them; and to be permitted 
ta live under him according to their own Laws 3 
and Philip, another of Herod's Sons, is like- 
wiſe encouraged by Varus to go to Rome, to 
ſolicit for his Brother Antipas; or, in caſe 


* 1d. ibid..p. 774- 
# 1d. ibid. p. 774, 775. 


of 
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of « Partition of Herod's Dominions, ” ſue 
for % them far himſelf . 


IN June and July, Auguſtus hears and 
examines into the Claims and Pretenſions of 
the Three Princes, Archelaus, Antipas and 
| Philip; and conſtitutes the. firft, Ethnarch of 
| Judea, Samaria, and Idumea ; the ſecond, 
| Tetrarch of Galilee and Perca ; and the third, 
| Tetrarch of Batanca, Trachonitis, and Aura- 
nitis, with a Part of what was then . 
the Houſe of Zenodorus f, 


IN Auguſt, the three Princes return 1 
aud take n 
ſpectfiue Governments. 


WIS — — ü r—ä— ao 


IN the Month of September, Joſeph re- 

turuc with the Infant Jeſus, and his Mother, 

F out of Egypt; and comes into the Land of 
Israel; but hearing that Archelaus reigned in 
Judea, in the Room of his Father Herod, he 

is afraid to go thither ; and therefore, being 
warned of God in a Dream, he turns aſide 
zuto the Parts of Galilee, and comes and 


An ibid. p. 774, 777, 778, 781, 782, 783 
Id. Antiq. lib. xvii. 65153 54 0 875. 


dwells 


1 S. Matthew and S. Luke's Goſpels. Gt 
Atolls in à City called Nazareth 8. That is, 
as the Words of St. Luke may be rightly pu- 
raphraſed ; And when Joſeph and Mary had 
performed all Things which the Law required, 
and which the Prophets had foretold concern- 
ing the Infant State of their Divine Charge, 
they return into Galilee, to their own City 
Nazareth h. "FA 


I Havs now gone thro' the Two firſt Heads 
which I propoſed to treat of. But tho the 
Reaſons and Authorities already produced may 
fully convince ſome, that our Bleſſed Saviour 
was born on the 25th Day of December, An. 
U.C. 750. and tho'; I hope, I have likewiſe 
made it appear, that, upon that Suppoſition, 
the Sacred Hiſtorians are not only perfectiy 
conſiſtent with one another and with them- 
ſelves ; but likewiſe that they have advanced- 
nothing upon that Subject that can be proved 
to be any ways inconſiſtent with any other 


Egypt, is expreſly affirmed by Irenæus; uapropter fine 
dubitatione ſuaſus Joſeph, — Ms — et in reliqua 

8 Chrifti gaudens obſequium præſtitit, 
uſq; in Ægyptum ſuſcipiens profectionem, et inde regreſſum, 
et in Nazareth tranſmigrationmem. Contra Heref. Ib. iy. 


c. 2 P. 259, 260. 
authentick 


wo 
- 
= * A 
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authentick Hiſtory whatſoever; yet I muſt 
own, that there are ſome ObjeQions to the. 
placing of the Nativity of our Bleſſed Lord in 
this Year ; which, if not thoroughly conſidered, 
might leave great Doubts and Scruples upon 
the Minds of others: I ſhall, therefore, in the 
third and laſt Place, take the Liberty to ſtate 
the Arguments which have chiefly induced 
the Learned to place the Birth of our Lord 
before the Yeapx 750, and to give ſuch An- 
ſwers and Solutions to them, as, 1 hope, will- 


Intirely ſatisfy every candid and impartial In- 


quirer after Truth. 


- An, Firſt; The moſt learned, accurate, 
and moſt juſtly eſtcemed. Tillemont, acknow. 
ledges, that the Death of Herod the Great 
muſt neceſſarily be placed either in the 750th, 
or in the 751 Year of Rome i: But then he 
chuſes to pitch upon the firſt of thoſe Two 
Years, for theſe Reaſons : 1. Joſe phus, ſays 
he, informs us in his Antiquities k, That 
Archelaus was baniſhed in the 10th Year of 
his Reign; and Dio aſſures us, That this hap- 
pened when _ and Aruntius were 


i Hiſtoire des Empereurs et "des autres Prince, Tom, I. P. 


ii. . 1053; 1054. Ed. Brax. 


E Antiq. lib. xvii, c. 155 P. n | | 
„Conſuls, 


* 
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Conſuls, An. C. C. 759 l. Therefore a- 
cording to theſe Accounts, the Death of He- 
rod muſt be placed An. U. C. 7s. 2. He 
thinks that, according to Jaſephus, Herod 
died ſome ſhort Time before the Paſſover 3 
that during his laſt Sickneſs ſome ſeditious 
People pulled down the golden Eagle which 
he had cauſed: to be: ſet up over one of the 
Gates of the Temple; that in Reſentment of 
that Affront, and to deter others from the like, 
he ordered Matthias, one of the Ringleaders 
of the Sedition, to be burnt alive; and that 
the Night after that Execution there was an 
Eclipſe of the Moon. 3. He obſerves, that 
according to Kepler, there was an Eclipſe of 
the Moon in the Night between the 1 3th and 
14h of March, and about a Month before the 
Paſſover, An. J. C. 750. but that there was 
no Eclipſc of the Moon at all before the Paſſ- 
over, An. U. C. 751. He therefore concludes 


| Lib. lv. p. 567. O 2 Heacvtg © „Lladalg unde. .euTiav 
Tiyd das Tay dds\guy napav, vas Tags Artis vaturdn, 
xai To wipes Tis dpxins avrs idnueorutn, Herodes Paleſti- 
nus à tratribus accuſatus, trans Alpes eſt relegatus, ac pars 
ejus ditionis in publicum redacta. | 

Strabo, lib. xvi. p. 765: Edit. Par. 1620. Cæſar et He- 
rodis filios, et ſororem Salomen, et Berenicen ejus filiam, 
honore proſecutus eſt; ſed filiis res non feliciter ceſſerunt; 
qui rei facti alter in exilio apud Gallos Allobroges vitam 
exegit; reliqui ægrè multis obſequiis reditum impetrũrunt, 
et ſuam uterq; Tetrarchiam. N | 


upon 


i 
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upon the whole, That this Eclipſe of the 1 3th 
of March, Au U. C. 750. muſt be that which 
Fo/ephus Tpeaks of; and, conſequently, that 
it· fully juſtifics the placing of the Death of 
Herod, if not before the Paſſover, yet at leaſt 
ſome Time in the Lear 750. And tho he 
acknowledges elſewhere m, with uncommon 
Modeſty, That he had not ſufficiently conſi- 
dered all the Difficulties which occur about 
the Birth of our Bleſſed Lord; yet, as to the 
Death of Harod, he perſiſts in it, That he can- 
not ſee what Anſwer can be given to theſe 
Reaſons for placing it in the Vear 250. And, 
therefore, continues he, ſince it is certain 
that our Bleſſed Saviour was born before the 
Death of that Prince; it evidently follows, if 
wwe ſuppoſe him to have been born on the 
2 ch of December, that we cannot place his 
Birth later than the 25th of December, An. 
UC. 749. four whole Years before the Ara 
which we commonly make uſe of. And this 
Opinion, he adds, is that which is now ge- 
nerally followed by all the Learned. | 


Now, ſince this is the Caſe F abi ſince theſe 
are the Arguments which have induced ſo many 


m - Memoires Eccle 
PHiftoire dv N. S. 


ques, Tome I. P. i. Note 4. Sur 
ſur Chriſt, P. 194 Ed. Brux. 
of 
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of the Learned to place the Death of Herod in 
the 750th Year of Rome ; and,conſequently, 
to place the Birth of our Bleſſed Lord One 
Year at leaſt earlier than I have done, I hope 
I ſhall be. excuſed, if, to the end that the 
learned Reader may be enabled to judge for 
himſelf, whether they carry that Force and 
Evidence with them which has hitherto been 
ſuppoſed, I take the Liberty to ſubmit the fol- 
lowing Particulars to his Conſideration. 


1. I PRESUME it will not be denied, but 
that the whole united Strength of theſe Argu- 
ments depends upon the Coincidence, or ra- 
ther upon the Identity of Kepler's Eclipſe of 
the 13th of March, An.U.C. 750. with that 
which 7oſephus ſays happened the Night ry 
Matthias was burnt alive. 


2. SINCE the Eclipſe of the Moon in J- 
ſephus is mentioned only in general Terms 3 
I preſume it will alſo be admitted, that there 
are no Rules in Aſtronomy, which of them. 
ſelves, and without any other Help, can en- 
able us to determine whether Keplers Eclipſe 
of the 13th of March, An. C. C. 750. is iden- 
tically the ſame with that which Joſepbus 
ſpeaks of, or not. 
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3. I PRESUME it will likewiſe be granted, 
That the Proof of the Identity of theſe Two 
Eclipſes muſt depend intirely upon the Truth 
of theſe Two Particulars: 1. That Archelays 
reigned 9 Years and upwards. And, 2. That 


Herod fell ill of his laſt Sickneſs about a Month 


or five Weeks before the Paſſover, An. U. C. 
750. For if any better Reaſons can be aſſign- 
ed, to induce us to believe that Archelaus reign- 
ed, for Example, but 8 Years and upwards, 
than there are to perſuade us to believe that 
he reigned 9 Vears and upwards: Or if there 
are ſufficient Reaſons to induce us to believe 
that Herod did not fall ill of his laſt Sickneſs 
before the Paſſover, An. J. C. 750. I ſay, 
if theſe Things can be made appear, it wil] 
follow of Neceſſity, That Kepler Eclipſe of 
the 13th of March, An. U. C. 750. cannot 
be identically the fame with that which Jo- 
ſephus fays happened the Night after Matthias 
was burnt alive; and, conſequently, it will 


_ likewiſe follow, that all the Inferences which 
| learned Men have drawn from ſuch an Imagi- 


nary Identity, muſt fall to the Ground, and 
vaniſh away to nothing. Now this whole 


Controverſy being thus reducible to theſc 
Two Points, let us, in the next Place, con- 


ider 


ſider the Evidence on both Sides with regard 
to them, and then let us judge accordingly. 


AND firſt, As to the Reign of Archelaus; 
do admit that, according to our preſent Co- 
pies, Joſephus, in the 17th Book of his Anti- 
quities n, does expreſly intimate, that Arche- 
laus reigned 9 Years and upwards : And I do 
likewiſe admit that, upon this Suppoſition, 
and by placing the Death of Herod in March, 
or even in November, An. U. C. 750. our 
learned Author does fully reconcile Dio and 
Foſephus to one another. For, theſe Things 
being granted, nothing hinders but that Ar- 
chelaus might enter into the roth Year of his 
Reign in March or November, An. U.C. 759. 
and Auguſtus might baniſh him in December 
following, while Lepidus and Aruntius were 
as yet Conſuls at Rome. But tho' it be a very 
caly Matter for any body, granting ſuch Sup- 
poſitions as theſe, to reconcile Zoſephus to 
Dio; yet what I want to know is this, How 
the moſt learned Man living can, upon the 
ſame Hypotheſis, reconcile Foſephus to him. 
ſelf ? For, if Archelaus reigned g Years and 
upwards, and conſequently ſucceeded Herod 
in March or November, An. U. C. 750. then 
Herod reigned but 35 4 Years, or at the moſt 


» Cap. xv. p. 788, 789. 
F 2 | but 
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but 36 Years, computing from the Time that 
he was firſt declared King at Rome ; and but 
32 + Years, or at the moſt but 33 Years, from 
the Death of Antigonus ; and yet Foſephus 
aſſures us expreſly, both in his Antiquities, 
and in his Wars of the Fews, That he reign- 
ed 37 Years, computing from the firſt 3 and 
34 Years, computing from the laſt of theſe 
Periods. Now what are we to ſay to this: 
If Herod began his Reign in or about OfFo- 
ber, An. U. C. 714. as is univerſally admit- 
ted; and if he reigned 37 Years from that 
Time, as 7oſephus, both in his Antiquities, 
and in his Books of the Wars of the Jews, 
ſays he did, How could Archelaus reign 9 
Years and upwards after him, and yet be de- 
poſed and baniſhed An. U.C. 759? This, in 
my poor Opinion, is plainly impoſſibie. 


Gru me Leave, then, to conſider 7oſe- 
phus in another Light. In the 18th Book of 
his Antiquities o, he informs us, That in the 
37th Year from thc Battle of Actium, that is, 
in the Year which began on the 24 of Sep- 
tember, An. U. C. 759. and which ended on 


the 2- of September, An. C. C. 760. Auguſ- 


tus ſent Quirinus, or Quirinius, into Fades, 


c p. 794 
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in order to take an Account, not only of the 
Number of Perſons, but likewiſe of the Eſtates 
of the Jews ; to reduce that Country into a 
Roman Province; and to put Coponius inta 
Poſſeſſion of the Government of it for the 
Romans. Now this being the Caſe, What 
hinders, but that, according to Joſephs as 
well as Dio, Archelaus might be depoſed 
and baniſhed to Vienne in Gaul, in December, 
An. U.C. 759 That Quirinus and Coponius 
might thereupon ſet out from Nome in Fanu- 
ary following ? and that the firſt might finiſh 
all his Buſineſs in Judea before the 2d of Sep- 
tember, An. U. C. 760? Again; Joſephus 
wrote his Books of the Wars of the Fews at 

firſt in his own Mother-Tongue, for the Uſe 
of his Countrymen ; and he afterwards tranfla- 
ted them into Greek, for the Uſe of the No- 
man People: And in them he tells us, That 
Archelaus was depoſed and baniſhed to V. 
enne in Gaul, in the gth Year of his Reign 9. 
Now is it not as eaſy to reconcile Foſephys 
to Dio upon the Foot of this Account, as 


P In Procemio ad Libros de Bello Judaico. 

4 Lib. ii. c. 7. p. 1059. Exe de warp puyadts- 
Ga. leu ele Bizvray b Ths Tardlias ; Anno Regni nono 
in exilium pellitur Viennam, quz Galliz urbs eſt, et ejus 
Patrimonium Fiſco Cæſaris adjudicatur. 
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upon the other? And inſtead of making J- 


fephns contradict himſelf, as the other mani- 


feltly does; does not this clearly ſhew that 


he is in all Points perfectly conſiſtent with 


himſelf? For, ſuppoſing that Herod died (as 
I have fixed it) on the 25th Day of Novem- 


ber, An. C. C. 751. after a Reign of ſull 37 


Years ; does it not evidently follow, That 
the Ninth Year of Archelauss Reign com- 
menced on the 25th of Novernbet, An. L. 8s 
559. and, conſequently, that Zoſephus might 


here very truly ſay, that he was baniſhed in the 


Ninth Year of his Reign ? 


To bring this Matter then to one ſingle 
Point: Our preſent Copies of 7o/zphus's 
Works make him ſay in one Place, that Ar- 
chelans was baniſhed in the Tenth Year of 
his Reign ; and in another, that he was bar 
niſhed in the Ninth Year of his Reign. Both, 
we ſee, may be reconciled to Dio, who ſays, 5 
That he was baniſhed in the Time of the Con- 
ſulſhip of Lepidus and Aruntius, that is, An. U. 
C. 759. But the Firſt being inconſiſtent with 
the Number of Years which Zojephus aſſures 
us, in more Places of his Works than one, 
that Herod the Great reigned ; and the Orher 


being perfectly conhſtent with the ſame ; the 


Queſtion 
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Queſtion is, Which of theſe Two Readings 
we ought to prefer? Now, if any Rules of 
Criticiſm can juſtify out preferring a Reading, 

which makes an Author of known Learning 
and Ability inconſiſtent with Himſelf, there 


is no Doubt but we may chooſe the firſt ; but g 0 


if, according to all the known Rules of Cr 
biciſin, we ought to prefer that Reading which 
is moſt conſiſtent with, and moſt agreeable 
to what the ſame Author writes on other Oc. 
caſions touching the ſame Affairs; and which 
at the ſame time is no ways inconſiſtent with 
any other Author of equal Credit and Repu- 
tation; I am humbly of Opinion, That we 
cannot avoid embracing the other. And, if 
fo, then one of the main Props for ſupporting 
the Identity of the Two Eclipſes above- -men- 
tioned, falls intirely to rhe Ground. 


As to the other Particular, relating to He. 
rod's laſt Sickneſs; I think, after what has been 
ſaid upon the other Head, it will ſcarcely ad- 
mit of any great Debate. For, r. As to 
Kepler's owff original Notion, That Herod 
fell ill ſome ſhort Time before the Eclipſe of 
the 13th of March, An: CU. C. 750. and that 
he died but à few Days after it, and only about 
Three Weeks before the then next enſuing 
Paſſover; it is very well known that this was 

F 4 not 
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not only ſtrongly objected to by Calvuiſſus r, 
| almoft 


r In Epiſtolis ad Johannem Keplerum, in Appendice ad 
opus ſuum Chronologicum, Epiſt. 29, 30, 31. præſertim 
p. 30, 31. Ed. Francf. 1685. ubi fic ſeribit: Tempus au- 
tem quod interceſſit inter Eclipſim et Paſcha proxime ſequens, 
Anno Juliano 42, fuit unius menſis tantum. Videamus 
igitur, quæ eodem tempore geſta à Joſepho referuntur, an 
unius menſis ſpatio perfici potuerint. — Herodes illos 
quadraginta duos ſtudioſos cum ſuis præceptoribus cremiſſer, 
ex eo tempore, inquit Foſephus, morbus Herodis factus eſt 
amplior. Totum enim ejus corpus morbo occupatum, va- 
riis doloribus differebatur. Nam lento calore torrebatur, 

ui non tam externo tactu, quam intus viſcera popularetur. 

rurigo etiam intolerabilis habebat omnem corporis ſuper- 
ficiem; aſſiduis præterea vexabatur coli tormentis, pedeſqʒ 
tanquam ex intercutis vitio tumuerant. Quin et inflatio 
ven ri uli, putredoq; virilis membri vermiculos generabant; 
et præterea creber anhelitus, et interrupta ſuſpiria, membro- 
rumq; omnium contractio eum fatigabant; ita ut, qui hunc 
morbum ipſi à Deo immiſſum credebant, ultionem eſſe di- 
cerent Studioſorum crematorum; ille autem, quam vis cum 
tot membrorum cruciatibus colluctaretur, tamen ſe evaſu- 
rum ſperabat, et intentus erat medicis accerſendis, et medi- 
camentis conquirendis. Hactenus Joſephus. Hzec tu vel 
tridui ſpatio facta eſſe aſſeris. Quæſo te, mi Keplere, cum 
putrefacta eſſent Verenda ejus, er ſcaterent vermibus, et 
ſuſpiria crebra interrumperent ejus verba, quomodo, ante- 
quam ſtudioſi illi cremarentur, ad Magiſtratum Hieroſoly- 
mitanum in publica concione orationem habere potuit ? 
Si ergo ante crematos ſtudioſos hic morbus non fuit, ergo 
poſtea temporis eum invaſit. Creſcuntne vermes tridui 
ſpatio ? Et poſtquam putrefacta eſſent verenda, vermicu- 
liq; creviſſent, quomodo eodem tridui ſpatio Medicos ac- 
cerſere, et medicamenta conquirere potuit? Certe longius 
aliquod ſpatium tanto morbo dabis, cum non eſſet acutus 
morbus, ſed lentus. 1 1 f e 6 

Porro in hoc lento morbo Medici ſuadent Thermis uten ; 
dum; igitur Hieroſolymis diſcedit, et Hierichuntem pro- 
foctus, in thermas defertur. Hieroſolymis en m eum hacte- 
nus decubuiſſe oſtendit convocatio Magiſt rat is Hieroſoly- 

mitani poſt captivos illos ſtudioſos Hieric tun em 7 — 
i | | | liciu 
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a moſt as ſoon as it was publiſhed; but like- 
wiſe 


plicium abductos. Ex Magiſtratibus enim illis exquiſivit, quo · 
rum conſilio ſtudioſi tantum (facinus) auſi fuerint; quibus ſci- 
entibus et adjuvantibus: At Magiſtratus illi ſibi à crudelitate 
Herodis metuentes, culpam omnem in profeſſores illos con- 
tulerant, et eodem cum diſcipulis ſupplicio dignos cenſue- 
rant. Nihilominus tamen Herodes —— Matthiam 
pro innocente demittere noluit; ſed. quod curam Templi 
ma jorem non habuiſſet, ipſi Pontificatum adimit. Hæc igitur 
Hieroſolymis facta, inde Hier ichunte in thermas profectus 
eſt, quæ cum ipſi ſalubres non eſſent, Hierichuntem rediir, 
et de recuperanda ſanitate deſperare incipir. Atra bile igi- 
tur, inquit Joſephus, correptus pene ipſi morti minatus eſt, 
factumq; nefarium excogitavit: Nam cum è toto regno, 
ex ſingulis vicis, ex univerſa gente Judæorum juxta edictum 
ejus nobiliores et auctoritate præeminentes ad eum conve- 
niſſent; evocaverat enim eos minaci edicto, et pœnam ca- 
itis intentaverat omnibus non comparentibus, eoſq; in 
ippodiomo conclufit, et fi moreretu, eoſdem interfici 
præcepit, &c. Hoſce evocatos, Keplere, confundis cum 
Magiſtratibus Hieroſolymitanis, quos, antequam morbus ip- 
ſius augeretur, convocaverat. Sed præterquam quod illi 
Hieroſolymis convenerunt, hi Hierichunti; illi tantum vo- 
cati erant, hi minaci edicto ſub pœna capitis evocati; illi 
ex magiſtratibus Hieroſolymitanis, hi ex univerſa gente ju- 
dæorum, ex omnibus urbibus et vicis in toto regno. Hiſne 
etiam bidui et tridui ſpatium largiendum putas, ut convenire 
potuerint? Rectius feceris, {i cenſea, ipſis vix dimidium 
menſem ſuffeciſſe. Audit poſtea rex Herodes legatos Ro- 
ma redeuntes, qui feliciſſimè res expediverant; unde exhi- 
laratus paululum, à morbo recreatus eſt. Inde iterum mor- 
bo victus vim fibi inferre conatus eſt. Cum vero aula 
atrocitate rei turbata, tumultuaretur, Antipater filius cap- 
tivus, putans patrem mortem obiifle, oblatis muneribus ſe 
ex vinculis à cuſtodibus liberari petiit: Qua de re Herodes 
ira adeo exarſit, ut Antipatrum ftatim juberet occidi, et 
poſtea Herodes quinque diebus —— 
Mortuum jam Herodem, mi lere, ſepulturæ eodem 
forè die tradis, tanquam hominem + plebe : Nonne dandi 


erant aliquot dies curando cadaveri, et aromatibus condendo, 
ut Judzi ſolebant? Nonne etiam convocandi fuerunt ipſius 
| "RY eri; 
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wiſe that he is therein abandoned by the moſt 
learned and candid Tillemont himſelf t. Nay, 
I cannot but obſerve, tho with ſome Reluctan- 
cy, that one of our moſt eminent Dealers in Cal. 
culations, Paradoxes, and other Oddities in 
Learning; tho' he cannot find in his Heart 
to part with Kepler's Eclipſe, but looks upon it 
as one of the principal Foundations for deter- 
mining the Chronology of our Saviour Chriſt; 
yet at the ſame Time he computes from the ſame 
Eclipſe to the Death of Herod 185 Days, and 
from his Death to the next Paſſover 193 Days; 
in all 378 Days: And further fairly owns, 


liberi, quorum magnum numerum habuir, qui morienti 
adeſſe non potuerunt? Nonne etiam evocandi vicini Re- 
es, Principes, Affines, Generi, Dynaſtz ? qui exequias co- 
oneſtarent, qui ſubito ſimul adeſſe non potuerunt ? Ad 
quid protuit magnificus exequiarum apparatus, qui à Joſe- 
pho deſcribitur, {1 vulgus tantum ſpectator fuit? et quo tem- 
poris ſpatio tandem ille apparatus confici potuit ? Quid di- 
cam q luctu univerſe gentis ? Ita enim affirmant Judaicæ 
entis Legati, numero quinquaginta à populo ſelecti, apud 
9 Cæſarem, ſe, — . . — | 
lentiam, Herodem luctu publico honoraſſe. Quanto tem- 
ris ſpatio is eſt indictus? Quamdiu Regem luxerunt? 
onne triginta dies, ut alibi de luctu Joſephus affirmat? At 
hic luctus tamen finicus erat — Paſchatis, ut ex ora- 
tione Legatorum apparet. Num omnia, quæ recenſut, 
quæ poſt Eclipſim acciderunt, ſpatio 29 dierum fieri po- 
tuerunt ? Certe incredibile eſt, quantumcui q; etiam haſce 
res geſtas in anguſtum contrahas. Manifeftum eſt igitur 
mortem Herodis ad Annum Julianum 42, et ad Eclipſim 
ejus anni Partialem, quez unico menſe a Paſcha differt, 
referri non poſſe. rl EIrgcl; | 
t Hiſtoire des Empereurs, Tome I. P. ii. Note 1. Sur 
P Hiſtoire de la Ruine des Fuifs, p. 1054. 
that 
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that he does by no means underſtand how all 
the Actions and Occurrences between the 
Eclipſe and the Death of Herod, nay and even 
the firſt Paſſover under Arrhelaus, can poſſibly 
be crouded into a ſingle Month, as is com- 
monly done by Chronologers v. But, 2, Since 
it now plainly appears from many concurrent 
Teſtimonies in Foſephus, That the Death of 
Herod cannot be placed before October or 
November, An. L. C. 751- it is moſt evident 
that Herod cannot be ſuppoſed to have fallen 
ill of his laſt Sickneſs till fome Time, at leaſt, 
after the Paſſover, An. U. C. 751. and, con- 
ſequently, that the Eclipſe which 7o/ephus 
ſays happened the Night after Matthias was 
burnt alive, can have no relation to Kepler's 
Eclipſe of the 13th of March, An. U. C. 750. 


1 a M willing to flatter myſelf, that might, 
here ſafely enough take my Leave of this Ob- 
jection. But the Gentlemen with whom Iam 
now more particularly engaged, being, gene- 
rally ſpeaking, extremely averſe from parting 
with any Notion which they have once eſpou- 
ſed, without offcring ſomething more feakible 


Y See My. Whiſton' s Addenda et Corrigenda #0. his Sim 
Diſſertationty Prbihſbe hhſbed Amo Anno 173. | 


* 


in 
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in its Room ; it's great odds but that they 
may bc curious to know, not only what I 
think of the Eclipſe mentioned by Joſephus ; 
but likewiſe why I have placed the Execution 
of Matthias in Fuly, An. U.C. 751. rather 


than in the May or une preceding, or in the 
Auguſt or September following. Now, to 
this lanſwer; That the Courſe of the Hiſtory 
naturally led me to Fujy ; but what princi- 
pally determined me to fix upon thar rather 
than upon any of the other Months, was this : 

It is very well known that there are Spurious, 
as well as Real Eclipſes of the Moon w; that 
Real Eclipſes never happen, but when the 
Latitude of the Moon at the Full is leſs than 
the Sum of the Semidiameters of the Moon, 
and of the Semidiameter of the Real Shadow 
of the Barth: But Spurious Eclipſes may 
happen when the Latitude of the Moon ex- 
ceeds the Sum of thoſe Semidiameters, and 
even before any Part of her Body can come 
to be obſcured by what Aſtronomers proper- 
ly call the Penumbra of the Earth, Now, I 
find, That on the 28th Day of July, An. L. 
C. 751. and about Ten o'Clock at Night at 
Feruſalem, the Moon was at the Full, and 
within 13 or 14 Degrees of one of her Nodes; 
and, conſequently, within a Poſſibility of ſuf- 


w Ricciol. et. Nov. Lib. v. c. 55 6. 
R 2 fering 


ſalte m in. ervallo duorum menſium, Paſcha qu 
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fering ſuch an Eclipſe, as common Obſervers 
might very eaſily miſtake for a Real One *. 
And 


x Bucherius accounts for this Eclipſe another Way : Si 
vero oculis uſurpiſſe ſe dixerit, ſays he, pronum eſt cum 
Chriſtmanno in Alfraganum reſponſum : Nomen Eclipſes 
non proprie ſemper accipi, ſed interdum quoq; pro tenebris ſeu 
rale circa Solem et Lunam apparentibus. Ita Scaliger, 
lib. vi. Emend. Phlegontis Eclipſim pro ordinaria non re- 
cipit, uti neq; illam Dionis, lib. lvi. neq; Euſebii alteram 


in exceſſu Auguſti : Idem ſentiunt Lucidus, Buntingus, Cal- 


viſius, et alii Mathematici celebres. Haber hoc plebs, ut 
Tenebras et Pallorem circa Planetas apparentem, Ecliplim 
2 praſertim cum ſuperſtitione aut etiam religione 
iqua ducitur. Sic Plinius et Plutarchus in Cæſare, anno, 
uo ille cæſus, toto, pallorem Solis fuiſſe tradunt: Cum, ut 
irgilius canit, 
Impiaq; æternam timuerunt ſæcula noctem. 
Quidni et idem in hac Herodis morientis Eclipſi dicamus, 
præſertim cum ob Matthiæ ſocios ab Herode vivos exuſtos, 
quidlibet Judaica plebs in naturæ luctum, Deiq; vindictam 
* ſuperſtitione verteret ? Belg. Rom. lib. ii. c. 6. 4. 
. $0. 
K And with Bucherius agrees Lamy: Ante autem omnia 
advertendum eſt, quanquam Joſephus referat tunc Lunam 
defeciſſe, non inde ſequi verum fuiſſe deliquium, five veram 
Eclipſim, quæ non contingit, niſi cum terra inter Solem et 
Lunam interponitur. Etenim et hoc nomine appellatur 
uaque Lung obſcuritas extraordinaria. Populi Luminum 
5 inuſitatum cum vero eorum deliquio non raro con- 
fundunt. Hujus rei ſuppetit argumentum apud ipſum Jo- 
ſephum, qui narrat ad Hyrcanum * prælium Phili 
penſe, hiſce verbis Antonium ſcripſiſſe de Bruti et Caſt, 
cæterorumq; conjuratorum, qui em occiderunt, faci- 
nore ; Sol ipſe illud averſatus videtur, et invitis oculis ſpe- 
aafſe. Petavius autem demonſtrat, tunc nullam fuiſſe Solis 
defectionem, quando Cæſar interfectus eſt. Ergo quod 
narrat Joſephus nocte ſequenti vivicomburii Matthiæ Lu- 
nam defeciſſe, ita interpretari poſſumus, ut populis ob in- 
ſuetum Pallorem Luna viſa ſit deficere. Sed qualecumque 
fuerit ilud deliquium, id proprium habet, ut ö 


ſubſecu- 


rum 
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And I do likgwile find, that nothing of this 
Kind could poſſibiy be obſerved at any of 
the Full Moons in May or June before, or 
in Auguſt or September after ; becauſe at all 
ſuch Times the Moon was either at a much 
greater Diſtance from either of her Nodes, or 
elſe the Full Moon happened to fall out in the 
Day-Time, when no ſuch Eclipſe could be 
abſerved. Now, for theſe Reaſons, I cannot 
but take the Liberty to conclude upon the 
whole, that in all Probability Matthias was 
burnt alive on the 28th Day of July, An. U. C. 
7513 and that the Eclipſe which was obſerved 
at Feruſalem to happen the Night after, was 
one of thoſe which Aftrenemers call Spurious 
Eclipſes ; or if it was a Real One, that all 


tum eſt mortem Herodis; quæ, quibuſcumq; annis adſcri- 
bacur, certo contigit ante Annum C. C. 753. Quapropter 
cum omnes deſectiones quæ his Octo annis contigerunt, 
intra quos verſatur quæſt io de anno emortuali Herodis, hac 
proprietate careant, facile evincemus hanc defeCtionem, quæ 
obſervata eſt in Luna nocte dicti vivicomburii, non fuiſſe 
verum Lunæ deliquium. Thus this learned Perſon argues 
upon the * that Herod's Death happened within a 
Month or leſs before one of the Jewiſh Paſſovers. Apparat. 
Chronol. P. I. c. ix. § 6. p. 74—76. And with both the 


foregoing Authors agrees the excellent Pagi : Sed certum eſt, 


ſays he, Hiſtoricos ſæpe Solis Pallorem inuſitatum cum vero 
Solis deliquio confundere: Aud therefore he judiciou ſiy cou- 
cludet, Sic Eclipſim Lunæ à Joſepho memoratam, Eclipſim 
veram fuiſſe non conftat ; ideoq; et ex illa annus mortis 
Herodis certo detegi non poteſt. Apparat. Chronol. in 
Annal. Baronii, ad Annum Periodi Graco-Romani 5490. 
Urbis Conditæ 759. Pag. 35. Ed. Par. 1689. 

; | Our 
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our beſt Theories of the Moon's Motions, 
which give no Account of it, muſt ſtill be 
extremely imperfect. 


Tux only remaining Syſtem or Hypotheſis 
that deſerves any Conſideration, is that which 
places the Birth of our Bleſſed Lord and Sa- 
viour in the 748*, or in the 747 Year of 
Rome; and which is faid to be founded upon 
the Authority of feveral ancient Coins and 
Medals. I have obſerved before from Tertullian, 
That Sentius Saturninus was Preſident of Sy. 
ria, when the Firſt Cenſus was taken in Ju- 
dea by Cyrenius ; and J have likewiſe ſhewn 
from Joſephus, That Sentius Saturninus was 
Preſident of Syria, An. U. C. 750. and that 
he probably continued in that Employment 
ſome Part of the next Year, till the Arrival 
of Quintilius Varus, who ſucceeded him 
therein; and conſequently, that the Teſtimo- 
nies of St. Luke, Foſephus, and Tertullian, 
agree perfectly well with one another. But in 
Oppoſition to all this, we are told by the ſame 
moſt learned and eminent Writer, from whom 
we took the former Objections y, That it may 
be proved from ſeveral ancient Coins and Me- 
dals, That Quintilius Varus was Preſident of 


I Tillemont. Mem. Eccleſaſt. Tome I. Note 4. Sur le Four 
er  Annge de la Naiſſance de Jeſus Chriſt, p. 195. 
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_ 5 before Autumn, An. CU. C. 748. and 
conſequently, that if our Saviour Chriſt was 
born on the 25 Day of December, An. L. C. 
749 Or 750. Tertullian muſt have been mil- 
taken, in placing the F7r/? Cenſus of St. Luke 
under Sentius Saturninus: Or, if he is right 
in placing that Cenſus under the Government 
of Sentius Saturninus in Syria, that then we 
mult place the Birth of our Saviour either in 
the Spring of the Year 748, or on the 254 
of December, An. U. C. 747. And, in con- 

ſequence hereof it may be obſerved, That they 
who admit and argue from the Authority of 
ſuch Medals, do accordingly differ from one 
another. For the moſt learned, accurate, and 
worthy Tillemont y, who, in order to differ 
from St. Lake the leaſt that may be, places 
the Birth of our Bleſſed Lord on the 25t 
of December, An. U. C. 749. thinks that we 
ought abſolutely to abandon Tertullian as to 
this Particular; and to admit that Quintilius 

Varus was Preſident of Syria, when our Bleſ- 
ſed Saviour was born. But others z, whether 
with a View of dcrogating from the D#vrne 
Authority of St. Luke, or not, they know 
beſt, contend that the Teſtimony of T ertullian 


Id. ibid. et Note 2. Sur P Hiſtoire + N. S. Feſus chrift 
8 z The Author of the Two nn, &c. p. 73, 74. 
* : * 
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upon this Occaſion ought not to be queſtioneds 
and conſequent!y they conclude, That the 
Birth of our Bleſſed Lord muſt neceſſarily be 
placed either in the Spring of the Year 748, 
or on the 25th of December, An. U. C. 747: 


HERE the Reader will eaſily obſerve, That 
the whole Strength of this Argument depends 
upon the Proof of this one ſingle Point; vis. 
That Quintilius Varus was Preſident of Syrza 
ſo early as the 748th Year of Rome. If this 
can be clcarly and uncxceptionably proved by 
any ancient Coins or Medals, the Argument 
muſt be allowed to be unanſwerable. Bat if 
it cannot be clearly and unexceptionably pros 
ved by any ancient Coins and Medals, it will 
then no ways affect any Thing that I have ad- 
yanced ; and nothing will hindet but that we 
may ſtill conclude, That our Bleſſed Lord was 
really born on the 25th Day of December; 
An. U.C. 750. Let us ſtate the Proofs, and 
then conſider them; | 


CARDINAL Noris, whoſe learned Works 
will always do more Honour to his Memory; 
than the Purple to which his great Merit ſo 
juſtly raiſed him, was, as fat as I know, the 
firſt who undertook to demonſtrate from an- 

cient hams and Medals, That Varus was Pte- 
$ 3 G 


„ene — 
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ſident of Syria ſo early as the Year of Rome 
748 ; and he endeavours to prove it thus: 


He obſerves, That the City of Antioch, 


the Capital of Syria, computed their Years 
from the Ara of the Seleucide, till ſuch 
Time as they came under the Power of the 
Romans ; but that afterwards they computed 
their Years from Three ſeveral e #ra's : 1. 
From the Year in which Pompey granted them 
the Privilege of living under their own Laws. 
2. From the Year in which Julius Cæſar con- 
firmed and inlarged the ſame Privilege to them. 
And, 3. From the Year in which Auguſtus 
Cæſar defeated Mark Antony at the Battle of 
Actium a. | 


Tar Firſt ra commenced An. U. C. 


690. but the Uſe of it was ſoon laid aſide by 
the Introduction of the Second b. 


THE Second commenced from Autumn, 
An. U. C. 705 e; and was that which the City 
of Antioch chicfly made uſe of for ſeveral 
Ages afterwards ; which he proves from Two 


De Anno et Epochis Syro-Macedonum, Diſſert. iii. 
c. 3. p. 133. Ed. Flor. 1697. 

b Id. ibid. p. 133—138. 

© Igem; Diſſert. iii c. 4 p. 139—143. 


Medals © 
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Medals : One of which belonging to the 
Moſt Chriftian King, has on one Side the 
Head of the Emperor Galba, and on the Re- 
verſe this Inſcription in the Field; 


"RN 

MOTKIA 

NOY AN 

TIOXEQ 

NET. Z1 
P. 


THAT is, Sub Mutiano. Antiochen/fum. An. 
117. The other was ſhewn him by the learn- 
ed Vailliant, when he came to make him 4 
Viſit at Florenice in the Year 168 5. It had 
on one Side the Head of Tiberius crowned 
with Laurel, and this Legend, TIBEPIOS 
SEBASTOS ; and on the Reverſe in the 
Field, and within a Garland of Laurel, thefe 
Words ; ; 


En 
SAAKKOY 
ANTIOXE 

QN. BIL 


Trar is, Sub Flacco. Antiochenſum. All 
20 82. Now, it being certain, That Galba 
G 2 ſucceeded 
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ſuccecded Nero in June, An. U. C. 821d; and 
was murdered on the 15th Day of January, 
An. L. C. 822 e. and that Publius Licinius 
Mucianus was Governor of Syria all that 
Time ff; and ſince it muſt be admitted, That 
this Medal could not be ſtruck after the Mur- 
der of Galba, or at moſt not above a Month 
or Six Weeks after it, and before it could be 
known at Antioch; he rightly concludes, 
That according to the Date upon this Medal, 
we cannot place the Beginning of this Second 
 e Ara of the Antiochians, later than the Au- 
tumn of the Year of Rome 705. And in like 
Manner as to the other Medal, ſince it is 
known that Pomponius Flaccus died Gover- 
nor of Syria, in the Year of Rome 7868. He 
rightly infers, That according to the Date up- 
on that Medal, we cannot place the Begin- 
ning of the ſame ra later than the Au” 
tumn of the 705th Year of Rome. And» 
therefore, as to this ra, I am very free to 
own, that he has good Reaſon to conclude 
as he does, Itaq; bina hæc præclara Numiſ- 
mata, Controverſiu de initio Epoche Antio- 
chenorum, finem jam tandem imponunt b. 


4 Tillemont Hiſtoire des Empereurs, Tom. J. P. i. p. 542- 
© Tacit. Hiſt. lib. i. c. 27. pag. I10. 
f Tacit. Hiſt. lib. i. & ii. 
. Id. Annal. lib. vi. 
* De Anno & Epochis, &c. p. 143. 
THE 


r 
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THE Third | is that from which he 
thinks the Syrians began to reckon the Years 
of Auguſtus. In the Cenotaphia Tiſana, he 
thinks that at Antioch and Seleucia they be- 
gan to reckon the Years of that Prince's 
Reign, from the Spring of the 724th Year of 
Rome i. But in his Book De Anno et Epochis 
Syromacedonum, he retracts that Opinion, and 
concludes that they began to reckon them 
from the Battle of Actium, or from the Au- 
tumn of the 7234 Year of Rome k. Now, 
tho' he owns very freely, that this «ra is not 
to be met with in any of the ancient Hiſto- 
rians; yet he imagines that it may be proved 


from ſome of the Coins of thoſe Cities, in 


this Manner: 


1 /f, HE produces Three Antiochian Me- 
dals l. On one Side of each of them is the 
Head of Jupiter Philius; and on the Re- 
verſe of each of them is a Woman ſitting on 
a Rock, with a Mural Crown on her Head, 
and a Branch of a Palm- Tree in her Hand, 


* 


f Cenotaph, pilin p. = 


k % Fo et Epochis Syromacedonum, Diſſert. iii. 
c. 7. 


Id. ibid. Diſſert. iii. c. 7. p. 210, 211. N 
GY + and 
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and anderneath the Figure of a River, and 
this Legend, 


ANTIOXEON EHI OYAPOT, 


Tnar is, Antiochenſium. Sub Varo. And 
in the Field of One of them are the Letters 
EK: In the Field of the Second are the Let- 
ters Z K; and in the Ficld of the Third are 
the Letters K; with theſe Differences, 
That the firſt O in the Word ANTIAXE ON 
is wrote with an O mingos, and the laſt 0 
in the ſame Word is wrote thus, O; but in 
the other Two, both the O's are wrote 
thus, Q Q. 


2a, HE produces Three other Medals k; 

on one Side of one of them is the Head of 
Jupiter Philins, crowned with Laurel, and 
on the Reverſe is a Ram, with a Star over it, 
and the Letters T M under it, and this In- 
ſcription rouna about it, 


ANTIOXEON ETH SIAANOY. 


Thar is, Antiochenſium. Sub Silano. On 
one Side of the Second, is the Head of T ibe- 
rius crowned with Laurcl, with this Inſcrip- 
tion; 


& Id. ibid. pag. 212, 215. 
3 KAIZAP 


* 


S. Matthew and S. Luke's Goſpels. 87 


KAIEAP EEBAETOS ZEBAZETOY. 


1 Trar is, Ceſar Auguſtus Auguſti Filius: 
and on the Reverſe in the Field, within a Gar- 
1 land of Laurel, is this Inſcription; 


A. 
EIII XI 
AANOY 
ANTIO 
XEQN 
EM. 


THAT is, as he interprets it, Anno prims. 
Sub Silano: Antiochenſium. Anno 45. And 
on one Side of the Third, is the Head of Ti- 
berius, with the ſame Inſcription as on the 
laſt; and on the Reverſe, within a Garland of 
Laurel, is this Inſcription z 

lh 
EIII XI 
AANOT 
XEAET 
KEQN 
= 


| 8 4 Trar 
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THAT is, as he renders it, Anno Tertio. 
Sub Silano! Seleucenſium. Anno 47. 


+ 8413," FROM the Head of Tiberius on the 
Two laſt Medals, he concludes that they muſt 
have been ſtruck in the Reign of Tiberius: 
And from the Letters A, and E M, on the Re- 
verſe of one of them, he concludes that it muſt 
have been ſtruck in the Firſt Year of Tiberius, 
and in the 45th Vear of our Third ra; and 
from the Letters F and 'ZM onthe Reverſe of 
the other, he concludes that it muſt haye been 
coined in the Third Year of Tiberius, and in 
the 47h Year of the ſame Ara. Wherefore, 
continues he, If we count 44 Years backwards 
from the Autumn of the Firſt Year-of Tibe- 
rius that is, from Autumn, . . . 767 
Or, if we count 46 Years. backwards from 
the Autumn in the 34 Year of Tiberius, ot 
from Autumn, An. U. C. 769. they will 
bring us back to the Beginning of this new 
Era ; that is, to Autumn, An. U. C. 723. 
And, vice versd, If We compute the Years 
marked upon theſe. Medals from Autumn, 
An. U. C. 723. it proves. that one of them 
muſt have been coined in the Firſt, and that 
the other muſt have been coined in the Third 
Year of Tiberius. And from theſe Coinci- 

gh | dences 
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dences he concludes upon the whole thus : 
Equidem niſi contentioſus ac vitiligandi cupi- 
dus, negare-poſſit, illis Literis A. in numma 
Antiochenorum ; ac T. in alio Seleucenſium, 
Annum Primum ac Tertium Principatus Ti- 


- 4thly; Having thus fixed the Beginning 
of his Third Ara, He concludes that the 
Years marked on the aboyementioned Three 
Medals of Varus, muſt likewiſe be computed 
from the ſame Time, and conſequently, that 
the firſt of them which is marked E K, Anno 
25, muſt be allowed to prove that Varus was 
come to Antioch, and that he had taken upon 
himſelf the Government of Syria, before 
Autumn An. U. C. 748 m. f 
Tus that great and learned Antiquary ar. 
gues. And indeed, if we were to be goyern> 
ed ſolely by any Imaginary Coincidences, ot 
by any Abſtract Reaſonings upon Medals, it 
muſt be owned, that nothing could. be more 
ingeniouſly contrived, or better put together, 
or more adapted to perſuade, than theſe Proofs 


| are: But, if the Reader will be pleaſed to 


1 14. ibid. p. 216. 10 
= Id. ibid. p. 217. 


take 
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take Courage, and to look a little more nar- 
rowly into their Rea/ Strength, I am greatly 
miſtaken; if he does not find them as harm- 
kefs and inoſtenſive, with regard to any thing 
that I have hitherto taken the Liberty to lay 
down, as any body could deſire or wiſh. For, 


1. I HAvx always thought that the chief, 
if not the only Uſe of Medals, was, Either 
to illuſtrate the Ancient Hiſtorians ; or to 
confirm what might otherwiſc appear doubtful ; 
or to ſupply ſomething which might be found 


wanting in them: But I cannot eaſily per- 


ſaade myſelf, that they can or-onght to be ap- 
plied to undermine and deſtroy the Credit and 
Authority of any of them. As for Example, 
Joſephus informs us, That Sentius Saturninus 
did not quit the Government of Jyr/4 till 
ſome Time at leaſt after Antipater had ſet 
out upon his laſt Journey to Rome; and he like- 
wiſe obſerves, That Quintilius Varus was but 
juſt come to relieve Sentius Saturninus, when 
Herod invited him to come to Fernſalem, 
and aſſiſt at the Trial of Antipater, upon 
his Return from Nome. Now from theſe 
Accounts, what can be more evident than 
this, That Quintilius Varus did not come to 
ſucceed Sentius Saturninus in the Govern- 
ment of Hria, till the very Year in which 
-- | _ - 7/4 


| 
F 
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Herod died, An. U. C. 751 ? But what ſays 
the learned Noris to this ? Why, In the Ce- 


notaphia Piſana n, he admits all this in ſo 


many Words: Anno U. C. 751, fays he, quo 
Herodes deceſſit, Quintilius Varus Preſes ac 
Legatus Auguſti nuper in Syriam venerat, uti 
colligitur ex /oſepho, lib. xvii. c. 7. t Ta 
cito lib. v. Hiſtor. ubi ait, Poſt mortem He- 
rodis nihil expettato Ceſare, Simon quiden 
regium nomen invaſerat : Is a Quintilis Vi aro, 
obtinente Syriam, punitus, et gentem coerci- 
tam liber: Herodis rripartit rexere. C. 
Sentius Saturninus Vari deceſſor fuit, uti ex 
Foſepho intelligitur. But in his Book de An 
no et Epochis Syromacedonum, he changes his 
Mind, and produces Three Medals, coined at 
Antioch, with the Name of Varus, and the 
Years 25, 26, and 27 upon them; and from 
the Number of the Years marked” upon the 
firſt of them he concludes, That Varus muſt 
have been Governor of Syria before Autumn 
An. U. C. 748. But how does he ſupport this 
Concluſion? Becauſe he thinks thoſe Years 
muſt be computed from the Battle of Aim, 
or from Autumn An. U. C. 723. And why 
does he think they ought to be computed 
from that Year ? Becauſe the Years upon ſome 


Diſſert. ii. c. 7. p. 157, 158. 
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of Silanus's Medals, which were coined at the 
fame Place about 20 Years after, are, as he 
ſuppoſes, computed trom that Time, But ſup- 
poſing, tho' not granting, that the Years upon 
SiHanus's Medals might be computed from the 
Battle of Adtium, How does it follow from 
thence, That the Years upon Yarus's Medals, 
which were coined many Years before, muſt 
be computed from the ſame Time ? Might 
not the Years upon Yarus's Medals be reckoned 
from one Epocha, and the Years: upon Sila- 
uns from another? Or has the learned Au- 
thor aſſigned any Reaſons to prove that the 
Years upon both muſt neceſſarily be computed 
from one and the ſame Epocha ? If he has, I 
muſt own that I have not yet been ſo happy 
as to mect with them; but if he has not, 
What are we to conclude upon the Whole! 
Are we to prefer his Conjectures upon theſe 
Three Medals, to the expreſs Teſtimony of 
ſo conſiderable a Writer as Joſephus ? Or 
ſhall we till abide by the Authority of 7aſe- 
phus; and reject the Conſttuction which he 

would put upon them? Methinks, it will re- 
quite no great Penetration to determine ien 

Side of the Queſtion we ought to chuſe. 8 


* 


£5; A 


m4 „Tus — Cardinal i is pleaſed to toy 


That none but a H/rangler, or a very quarrel. 
ſome 
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ſome Perſon will deny, but that the Letter A 
upon the Coins of Antioch, and the Letter L 
upon the Coins of Seleucia, muſt ſignify the 
Firſt and Third Years of the Reign of Tibe- 
7145. But, with humble Submiſſion, I know” 
not what other Concluſion we can draw from 
ſuch a peeviſh Reflexion as this, but only that 
the Crabbedneſs of the Subject, or, perhaps, 
the Perplexity which he might be in, for 
want of better Arguments to ſupport his Opi- 
nion, might for once have got the better of 
his Eminency's good Manners. But be that 
as it will, 1 humbly think it will be no difficult 
Matter to ſhew that the Letters A and F are 
capable of divers other Interpretations; and 
conſequently, that it cannot be proved from 
them alone, that theſe Medals were coined 
in the Firſt and Third Years of Tiberius. 
For, | | 3} 12 29 


1. Wx are informed by another great and 
learned Antiquary. , © That moſt Nations 
made uſe of different Epocha s, and marked 

3 


o Plurimi popnli Annos in Nummis,-ut in eorum Epo- 
Chis videre eſt, lignàrunt. Quidem preſertim Ægyptii ad 
annum notandum uſi ſunt Litera L. antiquiore A. quod ve- 
tuſtiſſimis marmoribus etiam evincitur, et AYKANTOEZ 
ſonat. Alii adhibent E. ET. ETO. et aliquando integram 
vocem ETOTZ, Anno. Alii vero ſolas Arithmeticas No- 

| cas 


7 


4 
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« the Years on their Coins accordingly. Some 
tc uſe the Letter L. or A. to denote the Years ; 
ec Others uſe E. ET. ETO. and fometimes the 
* whole Word ETOYE, Anno — But it 
«muſt be obſerved, ſays he, that they very 
© rarely make uſe of one ſingle Letter, with- 
ce out L. or ET. to denote Years. For, ſingle 
<« Letters for the moſt Part are only the Mint- 
&« Maſter's Marks, and have decerved many 
« Antiquaries.” Now, if ſingle Letters are 
for the moſt part only the Marks of Mint- 
Maſters, and if they have deceived many An- 
tiquaries, How can it be proved that the Let- 
ter A on the Comms of Antioch, and the Let- 
ter T on the Coins of Seleucia, are not the 
Marks of the Mint-Maſters of thoſe Cities 
reſpectively? Or, How can it be proved, that 
the Mint-Maſters of Antioch and Seleucia did 
not ſet theſe Letters on their Coins to denote 
the Firſt and Third Years of their Coinage ; 
as the Cardinal himſelf “ elſewhere A. 
of che and A on the Coins of Gaza 1 ? | 


tas poſuerunt : Sed obſervandum illos rariſſimè unam et 
ſolam literam fine L. vel ET. ad annum exprimendum ſcal- 
pere, quz ut plurimum Monetarii nota eſt, et Antiquarios 
deludit. _ _ de Grecorum Numiſmatum Notis Arith- 
meticit calcem operis de Numiſmatibus Græcis, ; 
360. Ed. Amſtel. 1700. * 


» De Epoch. Syromaced. p. 41 4 I 


2. Tur 
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2. THE ame learned Antiquary ewe *; 
That the Letters A. B. T. upon ſome Medals 
denote the Firſt, Second, and Third Year of | 
ſuch or ſach a Perſon's being Governor over 
this or that Province: Who then can tell 
whether the Letters A and T upon Hanus 
Medals may not denote the Firſt and Third 
Years of his Government over Syria 2? 


3. ACCORDING to KHrabo r, and Pliny , 
Antioch, Laodicea apud Mare, and Seleucia 
Pieriæ, were the Three principal Cities of 
Syria. Now, ſince it thus appears that ſome. 
of the Medals of Antioch are marked with 
an A; and that ſome of Seleucia are marked 
with a T; and ſince the learned Patin v has 
likewiſe given us a Medal of Laodicea mark- 
ed with the Letter B: Why may we not con- 
clude, That theſe Letters A. B. T. were ſet 
upon the Coins of thoſe Cities reſpectively, 
to denote the Rank and Dignity which each 
of them claimed, and was intitled to, in the 
Province to which they belonged ? At leaſt, 
as to Antiochia and Seleucia, why may we 


1 Hiſtor, Prolemzorum, p. 192) 193. 


1 Lib. xvi. 
Tom. I. lib. Fe 


265. 
Imperat. Ras, Nun p. 9. Ed. Par. 1697. 
not 
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not conclude, That the Letter A was ſet upon 
the Coins of the former, to denote its being 
the Firſt and Principal of all the Free Cities 
of Syria £ Why may we not conclude that 
the Letter upon the Coins of the other, which 
we. now take for a T, was originally a T7, 
which is the firſt Letter of the Word IIIEPI- 
AZ; and conſequently, that it might be ſet 
on the Medals of that City to diſtinguiſh them 
from thoſe which might be coined in other 
Cities of the ſame Name 


4. That the Medal of Silanus marked A; 
could not be coined in the firſt Year of Ti- 
berius's Reign, may, with ſome Probability, 


Tye" be gathered from hence : Becauſe upon this 


7 Medal Tiberius has the Title of SEBAETOE 
given him ; which, if it means the ſame as that 
of Auguſtus, is a Title that he never aſſumed, 
at leaſt not till after the Death of Germanicus, 
as Dio informs us v. Now, if he was ſo 
tender of uſing ſuch a Title himſelf towards 
the Beginning of his Reign; who elſe would 
preſume to put it upon any of his Coins ? 

w Lib. lvii. p. 606, 607. And to the fame Purpoſe the 
Words of Suetonivs (in Tiber. lib. il: c. 26.) are very re- 
markable; ac ne AUGUSTI quidem nomen quanquam hære- 
ditarium, ullis niſi ad Reges ac Dynaſtas epiſtolis addidit. 
Which, according to the learned Pagi, imports, Quod Tibe- 
rius cognomen Augyſti initio non admiſit. Crit. Hiſtor. Chro- 
nol. in Annal. Baron. p. 15. 


5. 1 


=" 9 * g 
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5. I AM told that there is a Medal in his 
Grace the Duke of Dewvonſbzre's Collection *, 
which has on one Side the Head of Tiberius, 
without any Ornament upon it, the Legend 
TIBEPIOE 3 and on the Reverſe the Head of 
a Woman veiled, the Legend MHTHP. EN, 
CEIEKOY. and in the Field the Letters T M. 
An. 43, Now, if the Epocha from which 
the Years upon this Medal are reckoned, be 
the ſame with that from which the Years I M. 
An. 43. upon one of Silanuss Medals, are 
reckoned, as it is very probable it may, then 
it will follow, That the Medal. of Silanus, 


marked T M could not be coined before the 


Firſt Year of Tiberius, at the ſoon eſt ; and + 


conſequently, That the Medal of Silanus, . 8 Sin | 


marked A. and E M. could not be coined till 
at leaſt Two Years after the Time pitched ur- 
on by the learned Cardinal. 


4 SINCE the learned Cardinal is pleaſed to 
own, That there is nothing in Hiſtory where- 
by it can be proved, that the Antiochians, or 
indeed that any other Nation or City whatſo- 
ever, ever reckoned their Years from the Battle 
of Actium; fince he can give no Inſtance of 


x. Teſoro Britannico, Vol. II. p. 180. Plate ii. No. 10. 


H | N 5 K * | 5 
* 1 5 
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any ſuch Thing being done by the Antiochi- 
ans, in the Life time of Auguſtus himſelf; 
ſince he acknowledges that always after this 


Time they reckoned their Years from the Cæ- 
ſarean Ara; that is, from the Autumn of 


the Year of Rome 705 ; nay, ſince he is con- 


ſtrained to admit y, That they reckoned their 
Years from this ra, even in the Life time 
of Auguſtus, and that ſo lately as the Vear of 
Rome 759 What Ground or Reaſon can 
there be to imagine that they ſhould make uſe 
of the Ara of the Battle of Actium upon 
their Coins, only for One, Two, or Three 
Vears after the Death of Auguſtus, and never 
once before nor after that Time? 


9 7 7 7. and laſtly, Ir theſe Reaſons are not alone 
ſufficient to ſhew the Weakneſs and Incon- 
cluſiveneſs of the learned Cardinal's Argu- 
ments, give me leave to add one more. One 
of the Medals which he makes uſe of to prove 
that the Second Ara of the Antiochians 
began. from Autumn An. U. C. 705. was, as 
he tells us himſelf 2, a Medal which Dr. Vail. 
Hant ſhewed him at Florence in the Year 1685; 
which had on one Side the Head of Tiberius 
_ erowned with Laurel, and this Legend, TIBE- 


* 


De Epochis, p. a3. 
| f be =: Epoch. $rromaced, p. 142. 


PIOZ 


+ 
by 
* 


L 
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PIOE SEBAETOS 3; and on the Reverſe in 


the Field within a Garland of Laurel this In- 


ſcription ; 
EIII 
$SAAKKOY 


ANTIOX E 
QN. ET. BIT. 


THAT is, Sub Flatco. Antiochen/ium. An. 
82. And from this Inſcription he rightly in- 
fers, That it muſt have been coined between 
Autumn and December, An. U. C. 786. and 
conſequently in the 20th Year of the Reign of 
Tiberius. Now, whether his Memory did or 
did not fail him, as to ſome Patticulars relate. 
ing to this Medal, I know not; but if the 
Medal of Flaccus, which Dr. Vaiiliant him- 
ſelf has given us in his Familie Romane a, be 
the ſame that he ſhewed to the Cardinal at 


Florence, An. 1685. it is certain that his Me- 


mory muſt have failed him very much. Por 
this Medal, as Vailliant himſelf has given it 
us, has on one Side the Head of Tiberius, 


without any NY 1 round _ ie” 


theſe Words ; 


KAIS. EBBAETOS SBBASTOT, 


« Vailliant's Nummi Antiqui Familiatum Romanorum 
In Familia Pomponia, Tab. cxvi. on, 22. Ed. Amſtel. 


1703. 
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AND on the Reverſe, within a Garland of 
Laurel, this Inſcription in the Field: 


A. 
EII $A 
AKKOY 
ANTIO 

XEN 
99 


Now, if the Letter A upon the Second of 
Sianus's Medals, denotes that it was coined 
in the Firſt Year of Tiberius, and conſequent- 
ly, that the 45th Year likewiſe marked upon 
the ſame, was concurrent with the Firſt Year 
of that Prince's Reign; 1 would be glad to 
know what the ſame Letter denotes upon this 
Medal of Flaccus, which the learned Cardinal 
admits could not be coined before the 20th 
Year of Tiberius? Can the ſame Letter A 
upon one Medal denote the Firſt Year of Ti- 
berius, and upon another Medal, coined in 

one and the ſame City, denote the 2oth Year 
of the ſame Prince? Bur, if this be too abſurd 
to be ſuppoſed, Does it not demonſtrably fol- 
low, that the Letter A was not put to denote 
the: Years e Me of 
ES N 2 
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them? And if ſo, Is it not evident, that by 
thus breaking the firſt and principal Link of the 
learned Cardinal's Chain,the Whole is rendered 
intirely uſeleſs and unſerviceable to rhe Pur- 
poſe for which he , intends it? May we not 
therefore very ſafely take the Liberty to con- 
clude upon the Whole, That there is nothing; 
no not the leaſt Probability, in any of the 
Reaſons which he has offered, to induce us 
to think that Quintilius Varus was come into, 
or had taken upon himſelf, the Government 
of Syria, ſo early as the Year of Rome 748 


I $HALL only beg Leave to add, That had 
not the many great and valuable Diſcoveries 
which this moſt learned and worthy Perſon 
has made in Antiquities, raiſed, and, perhaps, 
encouraged his Paſſion for Novelty a little 
too much, I cannot but think that he might 
have found a much eaſier and more natural 
Way to account for the Years marked on theſe 
Medals, than what he has propoſe. 


Fo Ir is very well known, That in the Month 
of January, An. C. C. 727 b. Offavianus 
» Dio, lib. liii.. f. 497507. -. According to the Inſcri 
tion in Grater, Yo 4. p. 229: Alber convthenced Go. 
vernor of the World on the 7* of January, Seprims Jas 
Januarii Imperium Orbis Terrarum anſpicatus eſt. Accorc- 
ing to Ovid (Fap. lb. i. p. 455- et in menſe Januario) Av 
1 „ e guſtus 
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Cæſar made an Offer to reſign the Govern- 


ment of the Empire into the Hands of the 


Senate; that upon their refuſing to receive 


his Reſignation, he accepied of the Empire, 
as from them, for Ten Years: That thereupon 
he made a Diſtribution of the Provinces be- 
tween the Senate and himſelf e; allowing 


them to name the Governors of thoſe Pro- 


vinces which lay the moſt remote from Dan- 
ger, and reſerving to himſelf thoſe only which 
were moſt expoſed to the Incurſions and Ra- 
vages of other bordering Nations; and among 
them the Province of Hria for one: And, in 
ſhort, that with this new Authority the 'Se- 
nate conferred many Honours upon him, and 
among the reſt the Title of Auguſtus ; and 
that from the Calends of January this Year, 
the celebrated Epocha of the Anni Auguſto- 
rum, or Anni Auguſtani, as Cenſorinus d calls 
them, commenced. 


Now, ſince we have here a known and 
noted Epocha, which, according to the Ra- 


guſtus ſurrendered the Provinces to the Roman People on 
the 13" of January (Idibus Fanuarii) and the ſame Day, 
or the next, being the 14th of Fanuary (Decimo nono Calen- 
das Februarii) the Senate gave him the Title of Auguſtus. 
But, wo to Cenſorinus, he did not receive this Title 
till the 17 of January ¶Decimo ſexto Calendas Februarii). 
Dio, lib. liti. p. 503, 504. Strab. lib. xvii. p. 840. 
De Die Natali, c. 21. p. 128. c. 22. p. 136. 
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mam Style, commenced on the Firſt Day f 
January, An. U. C. 727. and which, conſe- 

- quently, according to the Cuſtom of the H. 
rians, who began their Years from Autumn, 
muſt have commenced with them from Au- 
tumn, An. U. C. 726. and ſince it may 
be gathered from Tacitus e, That Cn. Piſs, 
who was ſent to ſuperſede Silanus, did not, 
in all Probability, arrive at Autioch till after 
Autumn An. U. C. 771. and conſequently, 
that S;/anus did not leave Syria till the 46th. 
Year of the Auguſtan Ara, according to 
the Style of Antioch; What hinders but that 
we may reckon the Years upon all San, 
Medals from this Epacha? I know bur one 
Objection to it; which yet, all other Things 
conſidered, is, in my humble Opinion, but a 
very trifling one. For, it it ſhould be ſaid, 
That the Date upon the laſt of them, vis. 
Z M, Anno 47. will either extend the Go- 
vernment of Silanus in Syria beyond the Year 
of Rome 771. or clic that theſe Years muſt be 


© Tacit. Ann. lib. ii. p. 277. Sequens Annus (viz. Annus 
U. C. 771.) Tiberium teruo, Germanicum iterum Con- 
ſules habuit. Sed eum honorem Germanicus iniit apud 
urbem Achaiæ Nicopolim, quo yenerat per Illyricem oram, 
viſo fratre Druſo in Dalmatia agente P. 286. E X= 
in navigatione celeri (Cn. Piſo) per Cycladas, et compen- 
dia Maris, adſequitur Germanicum apud Inſulam Rhodum, 
haud neſcium quibus inſectationibus petitus foret—. 


H 4 reckoned 
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xeckoned from an c_Z#ra commencing before 
the Autumn of the Year of Rome 726; I can- 
not but think that we may very eaſily ſup- 
poſe that the Z upon this Medal, is, by miſ- 
take, put for X (for upon one of Yarus's 
Medals we find the Date wrote thus T K); 
that is, for F, C, or , the Greek Mark for 
the Figure 6. And conſequently, that inſtead 
of reading the Date Z M, An. 47. it ought 
to be read £ M, An. 46. which reconciles 
every Thing to Hiſtory. And I am the more 
_ inclined to think that this Emendation ought 
not to be intirely rejected; becauſe I find 
that Coin of Agrippa, which in Bouteroué 
(Recherche Curieuſe de Monoyes de France, 
p. 30.) has the Year marked upon it L. +. 
has the ſame Year marked upon it (in Moli- 
net's Cabinet de la Bibliotheque de Sainte 
_ Genevieve, Plate XXII. Fig. 17.) thus, L. S. 
And accordingly Seguin (Select. Numiſmn- 
Antig. p. 334.) reads the Date upon one of 
Agrippas Medals ETO. KZ. thus, Anno 26. 
And it is moreover obſervable, That C in 
the Phænician or Samaritan Alphabet, given 
us by the learned Montfaucon f, adden to 
4 in the Greek Alphabet. 


- # Pulrograph, Gree. lib. ü. c. x. bu 


4 +, 


TT, v 
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Bur whether this be ſo or not, one Thing, 
I think, I may lay down for certain, which 
is this; That upon the Suppoſition the Syrians 
might, upon ſome Occaſions, make uſe of this 
famous Epocha upon their Coins; the Years 


upon all Yarus's Medals will be found to agree 


perfectly well with the Time which I have aſ- 
ſigned from Joſephus, for his firſt coming into 
and entering upon the Government of Hria. 
For the loweſt Date upon them, viz. E K,. 
Anno 25. being computed from Autumn An. 
L. C. 726. ſhews that that Medal muſt have 
been coined. at Antioch, between Autumn 
An. U. C. 750. and Autumn An. LU. C. 731. 
And I have before proved from Foſephus, 
That Q. Varus entered upon the Government 
of Hria ſome Time between January and 
Autumn, An. U. C. 751. And if this be not 
abundantly ſufficient to ſhew, That the Years 
upon /arys's Medals are fo far from contra- 
dicting the Hiſtory of Foſephus,.as to this Par. 
ticular, that they do, in fact, exceedingly il- 
Juſtrate- and confirm it; I would be glad to 
know what better Proof any one would deſire 


from Medals. ; "11 


Ir the Reader would not think me tedious, 
J would beg leave to offer one Obſervation 
More upon theſe Medals of Varus and Silanus, 
W before 


— . —. — rowdy oww..0z20 
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before I take leave of them. The learned 
Author of the Two Diſſertations upon the true 
Tears of the Birth and of the Death of Chriſt, 
is pleaſed to tell us, (Page 90, 139, 140.) 
That Tiberiuss Reign had Two Beginnings 3 


4 one from the Death of Auguſtus, from 


« which all the Roman Hiſtotians compute 3 
the other from the Time that Huguſtus 
« made Tiberius his Collegue and Aſſociate 
« in the Empire, by giving him an equal Au- 
4 thority to his own, over all the Roman 


„ Provinces and Armies, which was done in 


« the Year of Rome 764, about Three Years 
« before the Death of Auguſtus. And hence 
« it follows, ſays he, That thoſe in the Pro- 
te yinces might juftly and reaſonably reckon 
« the Beginning of Tiberinuss Reign over 
« them from the Year 764. tho' the Romans 
* always computed it from the Death of Au- 
« ouſtus, An. U. C. 767. And fo Luke, be- 


ing a Syrian, is thought to have called ſuch 


&< a Year the 15th of Tiberius, which with 
© the others would be but the-12th,” - Now 
this, I own; is a very material Diſtinction; 
for it is one of the main Pillars of our Au- 
thor's whole Syſtem : And therefore I would 
beg to be informed, If the Syrians reckoned 
the Years of Tiberius from the 764 Year of 
pry as he all ada ſuppoſes in his Second 

— — 
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Diſſertation they did, How came he to eſpoute 
Cardinal Norjs's Hypotheſis (Diſſert. i. pag. 
64, 65.); who maintains, upon the Authority 
of the above-mentioned Medals, That at An 
tioch, the Capital of Hria, they reckoned the 
Years of Tiberius from the Death of Auguſtus? 
For, to make uſe of an Argument ad hom 
nem for once, thoſe Medals prove, either that 
the Antiochians and Syrians, and conſequently 
St. Luke, who was a Syrian, reckoned the 
Years of Tiberius from the Death of Auguſtus, 
or they do not. If they do not, Why does 
this learned Author make uſe of them, as he 
does, (Diſſert. i. p. 64, 65.) to prove that 
Varus was Preſident of Syria, An. U. C. 
748? And if they do, Upon what Grounds 
can he pretend to ſay that the Syrzans, and 
among the reſt St. Luke, reckoned the Years 
of Tiberius from the 764th Year of Rane? 
Methinks an Author, who could take the Li- 
berty to tax any of the Sacred Writers with 
Inconſiſtency, ſhonld have taken more Care 
not to have fallen into ſuch palpable Contra- 
ditions himſelf. He might have been pleaſed 
to remember his own. Words, (Diers. i. 
p. 40.) That Dates and Facts will not thus 
Ne Way, to accommodate Syſtems. 


1 Hap once reſolved to put an End to this 
little Diſſertation here. But now I am upon 
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the Subject of Medals, I cannot conclude with- 
out taking ſome Notice of One or Two more- 
One isa ſmall Braſs Medal, which the learned 
Hardgin tells us 8, he ſaw among M. Begons 
Collection of Curioſities : On one Side of 
Which was this Inſcription, HPNAHE TE- 
TPAPXHS. L. Mr. Palma: And on the 
other this, TAI. KAIZA. TEPM. SEB. in 
Corona. The other is a Medal of the ſame 
Metal and Size with the foregoing, and was 
formerly in the Poſſeſſion of M. Rigord, a 
Perſon of Diſtinction at Marſeilles ; and it 
has been thought to be of ſuch Conſequence, 
that the moſt learned Cardinal Naris has 
taken the Pains to write a pretty large Diſſer- 
tation upon it b. On one Side of it, within a 
Laurel Crown, is this Inſcription, TAIN. KAI- 
CA. TEP. NIK Q. And on the Reverſe is the 
Branch of a Palm-Tree, with the Letter L on 
one Side of it, and the Letters MT on the other ; 
and this Legend round about it, HPAHL TR. 
TPAPXHL. Now, from the Date and Le- 
gend on one Side of the firſt of theſe Medals, 
the learned Harduim concludes, that it muſt 


s De Nummis e eee 12. | 3 
b Vid. Epiſtolam ejus ad Eruditiſſ. et Clariff. Virum, P. 


Antonium Pagium, de Nummo Herodis Antipz ; ad cal- 
cem operis de Anno et Epochis Syromacedonum. * 
me ve 
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have been coined in the 43d Year of Herod, 
Tetrarch of Galilee; but there being no Date 

on the other Side, to ſhew in what Year of 

Caius Caligula it was coined, he thinks i it 

muſt therefore have been coined in the Firſt 

Year of Caius, An. U. C. 790. and conſe- 

quently, that Herod muſt have been conſti- 
tuted Tetrarch of Galilee, in the Year of Rome 
748. and that about Eight Years before the 
Death of his Father, Herod the Great. But 
this Interpretation being coined only with a 

View of ſupporting a favourite, and, in my 
poor Opinion, a very ill-grounded Hypotheſes, 

of his own, and which I have not yet found 
that any of the Learned, beſides himſelf, have 

or are inclined to come into; I ſhall take no 

further Notice of it in this Place. 


ON the other hand, the learned Tillemont 

was poſſeſſed with ſuch an Opinion of the 

Second Medal, that he thinks it may be proved 

from it, That Herod the Great died An. UC. 

x50. From the Medal itſelf it appears, ſays 
3 he k, That it muſt have been coined in the 
434 Year of Herod Antipas, Tetrarch of Ga- 
lilee; and ſo far he goes Hand in Hand with 


4 De Na Herod. pag. 47, 48. 
* Note 1. Sor Dey» de la Ruine des Tuifs, p. 1054. 


\ the 


110 A Critical Examination of 

the learned Harduin : But then he adds, And 
_ it likewiſe appears from Fo/ephus, That this 
Herod was deprived of his Tetrarchy by Caius 
(fome ſhort Time after Agrippa his Nephew 
returned into Judea with the Title of King) 
in the Year of Rome 791. or at the lateſt, in 
the Year of Rome 792. Wherefore, conti- 
nues he, if you ſubtract 42 complete Years 
from 792. there will remain 750. Which 
proves that he muſt have ſucceeded in the Te- 
trarchy of Galilee, An. U. C. 750. and con- 
ſequently, That his Father Herod the Great 
muſt have died in that ſame Year. But the 
Anſwer to this is caſy : For, 

Firſt, As to theſe Medals themſelves ; I 
own, That there ſeems to me to be great 
Reaſon to think that they are Spurious, and 
not Genuine. For, tho the learned T/le- 
mont is pleaſed to ſay, That M. Rigord's 
Medal was thought to be unqueſtionably ge- 
nuine; yet it is very well known that the 
learned Cardinal Noris not only had ſome 
Suſpicion about its being Genuine, when his 
learned Friend firſt ſent him an Account of 
it i, but likewiſe. that he ſpeaks doubtfully of 
| it, 


- 


| In Prefatione Operis De Anno et Epochis Syromace- 
donum. Jam vero hee, modo Spurius non fit, precioſo 
nummo, &c. / | | | 
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it, even after he had taken the Pains to write 
a large Diſſertation upon it m. And had he 
ſeen M. Begon's Medal, and compared it with 
M. Rigord's, 1 am perſuaded he would have 
been more and more confirmed in his Opi- 
nion, That one or other, or both of them are 
ſputious. They are both of the ſame Size, and 
made of the ſame Metal; and both are pre- 
tended to be coined in one and the ſame Year, 
and probably in one and the ſame Mint: And 
yet, in that belonging to M. Rigord, the 
Word SEB. is wanting, which the other has; 
and the Sigma in Cæſar, on one Side is 
wrote after this Manner, C; and the ſame 
Letter in the Words Heady and Terpapyns; on 
the other Side is wrote after ancther Form, 
thus L. And, on the other hand, in M. Be- 
gon s Medal, the Sigma in all the Words on 
both Sides is always wrote thus, Z. Now, un- 
leſs ſome one or other of our learned Antiqua» 
rics will de pleaſed to ſhew me, That it was 

| = | . uſual 

n In Epiſtola ad Anton. Pagium, de Nummo Herodis A- 
* circa finem. Num veto Anachroniſmos admiſerim, 
Tu videris, qui me exponendis tot diverſis Syromacedonum 
Epochis laſſum, in novas haſce Chronologicas Tricas coop 
jeciſti ; quas tamen pro eximia tua eruditione, ac ſingulari 
Doctrinæ Temporum peritia, longe probabilius expedies; 
fimulq; ex Herodianæ —— Annis, probabiliorem de 
Anno Natali Chriſti Domini ſententiam invicto, modo 
Nummus ſit legitimus, Teſtimoniò demonſtrabis. Au 


again, a little lower, Ne quid tamen te celem, initio dune | 
| 1 
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uſual with the old Mint-Maſters, to coin Me- 
dals in the ſame Year, and in the ſame Mint, 
with ſuch Differences, cither in the Titles of 
the Emperors, or in the Shape of the Letters 
of the Inſcriptions upon them ; I fay, unleſs 
they will be pleaſed to make this clearly out 
to me, they muſt hold me excuſed, if I take 
the Liberty to conclude, that all ſuch Medals 
as theſe mult be Jpyrious, and of no Autho- 
rity at all in a Controverſy of this Nature. 


Secondly, As to the Date upon theſe Medals, 
dix. L. Mr. Anno 43. if it be ſuppoſed to be 
intended to denote the Years of the Reign of 
Herod Antipas, after the Death of his Father, 
I think it will evidently prove the Medals them- 
ſelves to be ſpurious. For Cardinal Noris him- 
ſelf v, who places the Death of Herod the Great 


in 


bam de nummo, quem non videram, quidpiam publice in 
| literas mittere, ne; ii ille forte eſſet adulterinus, hellam fabu- 
lam luderem, ac omnia de eodem mihi commemata, pura 
puta commenta forent. At malui tibi morem gerere; ſi- 
quidem in laudum parte repono, meum ergo te obſequium, 
etiam cum periculo irriſionis, oſtendere. Ceterum quoſ- 
cunq; calculos huic meæ diſſertatiunculæ adjicias, ſpero fore, 
ut quæ minus in ea tibi probabuntur, præmiſſa veterum ano- 
*nymi faſtorum editio compenſet. I have quoted this great 
Antiquar ys Words at large; wm they 22 ſhew, That 
he never was thoroughly ſatisfied as to the Genuineneſs of 
M. Rig 9 27 Medal. * * 

un Id. ibid. p. 55. His prænarratis, paucis inquitam, Num 
exilium Herodis Tetrarclas hoc Anno (U. C. 792.) — 4 
25 poſſit. 
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in Autumn, Ax. U. C. 750; and who ac- 
knowledges that the Deprivation and Baniſh- 
ment of Herod Antipas cannot be placed la- 
ter than Auguſt, An. U. C. 792. is forced to 
confeſs, That if the latter of theſe Medals 
was coined in the 434 Year of Herod Antipas, 
it muſt have been coined after the Deprivation 
and Baniſhment of that Prince, and before the 
News of it could arrive in 7udea. But I will 
ſubmit it to any body to judge, whether it be 
at all likely that any of the Mints within his 
Juriſdiction would coin Money with the Title 
of Tetrarch upon it, when at the ſame Time 
they well knew that hc was gone to Rowe, on 
purpoſe to ſolicit for the higher and more ho- 
nourable Title of King ; or whether they would 


poſſit. Cum obitus Herodis Magni contigerit labente Au- 
tumno, A. Urbis 750. et, ut ex Hebræorum monumentis 
tradit Uſſerius, die 7 Caſleu, nempe die 25 Novembris, 
anni duo ac quadraginta Tetrarchiz Herodis Antipz exiiſſent 
die 24 Novembris, A. U. 792. czptuſq; fuiſſet annus 
Principatus Antipz 43 in nummo obſignatus. At Caius 
id remporis erat in Expeditione Germanica, et ad Rhenum 
bellum haud ſatis belle fingebat. Joſephus diſertè teſtatur 
Herodem à Caio Cæſare apud Baias diverſante, exilio 
mulctatum. Caius ante exitum Auguſti ex Campania Ro- 
mam, Diem Natalem ibidem celebraturus, redierat ; indeq; 
in Umbriam, ac ſtatim ad Rhenum profectus eſt. Num 
forte Herodes Tetrarcha, declinante Auguſto menſe, apud 
Baias damnatus fuit, priuſquam Caius in urbem reverteretur, 
cujus Herodes infortunii nunc ius menſe Septembri fere extre- 
mo in Galilæam delatus eſt, paucos ante dies eo nummo ob- 
ſignato cum AnnoPrincipatus Herodis tertio ac quadrageſimo, 
quem tamen idem in exilium miſſus, reapſe non iniit? 


1 not 
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not much rather have choſen to wait a Month 
or Two longer, in Hopes of hearing of his Suc- 
ceſs, and of receiving his Orders for adorning 
their new Coins with a Title, which they knew 
he had ſet his Heart ſo much upon, and 
which he had taken ſo much Pains to obtain? 


Bur further; if the Reader will be pleaſed 
to conſider, That according to Joſephus, the 
Death of Herod the Great cannot be placed 
earlier than Autumn, An. U. C. 751. and 
that in all Probability Herod Antipas arrived 
at Baiæ in Italy, in April or May, An. U. C. 
5792. and conſcquently, that he muſt have 
been deprived of his Tctrarchy, and baniſhed 
to Lyons in France, in the 41 Year of his 
Reign: I ſay, if we fairly conſider theſe 
Things, What other Concluſion can we come 
to upon the Whole, but that theſe Medals 
carry ſufficient Marks of their own Illegiti- 
macy along with them; or elſe that they muſt 
have been coined before Herod Antipas had 
any Thoughts of going to Rome, to ſolicit 
for the Royal Dignity ; and that the Date 
upon them muſt denote the Years of the City 
where they were coincd ; altho' we cannot 
now, at this Diſtance of Time, tell the Name 


of it, nor yet gueſs at the Ara from which 
they computed them 


[ 
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I Eav now ſaid all that I think neceſſary up- 
on the Subject of Ancient Coins and Medals: 
But as I would not willingly leave any Thing 
unanſwered, that carries the leaſt Colour of an 
Objection, I hope the Reader will have the 
Goodneſs to excuſe me, if I take the Liberty 
to detain him a little longer. 


IT is agreed on all Hands, That Herod was 
declared King of Judea at Rome, An. U. C. 
714. and from Dio's Account of the Civil 
Wars between Ceſar and Antony, the moſt 
learned C. Noris o has fully proved, That 
this Honour could not be conferred upon him 
till towards the latter End of September, or 
the Beginning of October, in thac Year *. 
And I have likewiſe obſerved, That according 
to Joſephus, Herod and Soſius took Jeruſa- 
lem in the Conſulſhip of Marcus Agrippa 


* Cenotaph. Piſan. Diſſert. ii. c. 6. p. 139. Atq; hoc 
pacto ille regium faſtigium adeptus eſt An. U. C. 714. 
Cn. Domitio Calvino iterum, C. Afinio Pollione Coll. Ex 
Chronologia validis ratiociniis ſtabilita, palam mihi colli- 
ary Herodem, labente Octobri, regnum à Romanis ac- 
cepiſſe. | 

Vid. Lamy in Apparatu Chronologico, cap. 6. 2. P. 
30, 32. Qui tempeſtate Anni, non dicit Joſephus : Sed 
e non niſi verſus finem anni Cæſar et Autonius diſſi- 

ia ſua compoſuerunt, credo Herbdi delatum regnum in 
autumno circa Octobrem aut Novqtubrem menſem. An- 
tigonus ex Joſepho tres annos et tefidem menſes regnavit, 
quibus exactis, poſtea deturbatus ei ab Herode. 


I's and 


/ 
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and Caninius Gallus, An. U. C. 717. But 
with regard to this, our illuſtrious Antiquary 
thinks that Joſephus muſt be miſtaken ; and 
that we ought rather to depend upon Dio, 
who places it in the Conſulſhip of Claudius 
and Norbanus, An. U. C. 716. And his 
Reaſons for being of this Opinion are theſe : 
1. He imagines that from Foſephus's own Ac- 
count it may be proved, That there paſſed no 
more but Two Winters between the Time 
of Herod's being declared King at Rome, and 
the raking of Jeruſalem by Soſius and him- 
ſelf; and that therefore, inſtead of ſaying that 
he took the City, Anno tertio poſtquam Ro- 
me declaratus fuerat Rex, he ought to have 
faid, Anno altero *. 2. He thinks it may be 
proved from Dio, Appian, and Plutarch, 
That the laſt total Defeat of the Parthian Ar- 
my by Ventidius ought to be placed An. U. 
C. 715 r. and conſequently, that the Siege 
of. Zeruſalem by Herod and Soſius, which it 
is admitted was not undertaken till the Vear 
after that memorable Battle, is rightly placed 
by Dio, An. U. C. 716. 
n 
714. ad captam Hieroſplymam, una tantum et altera byems 


exacta colligitur, quod gziror neminem hncuſq; obſervaſſe. 
r Ibid. p. 8 


| Now, 


& Matthew and $.Luke'sGoſþels. 117 


Now, in Anſwer to theſe Reaſons I cannot 
help ſaying, That they ſeem to me to bg 
founded upon ſo many, and ſuch palpable 
Miſtakes and Anachroniſms, that I cannot 
enough wonder how ſo learned and accurate 
a Writer as C. Noris, could poſhibly fall into 
them. 


As to Joſephus, If we compare his Ac- 
count with thoſe of Appian and Dio, no. 
thing, I think, can be more evident, than 
that there muſt have paſſed Three Winters be- 
tween the Time of Herod's being declared 
King at Rome, and the Taking of Feruſalem 
by Sous and himſelf. For, 


I/t. I PRESUME it will be admitted, That 
according to Joſephus t, Herod did not ap- 
pear, or pretend to enter upon Action, in 
Fudea, till Ventidius had recoyered Syria 


t Antiq. lib. xiv. c. 14. § 6. et c. 15. 1. p. 649, 650. 
Interea Ventidius n dux, Mills 0 Pate * 
ria arcendos, poſt illos in Judæam venit, verbis ille quidem, 
ut Joſepho ferret auxilium, re autem vera callidè hoc agebat, 
ut pecuniam acciperet ab Antigono. Iraq; caſtris proxime 
Hieroſolyma pojtis, ſatis grandem pecuniam obtinuit ab 
Antigono, atq; ipſe diſceſſit cum copiarum parte majori. 
Ne tamen facinus deprehenderetur, Silonem cum parte non» 
nulla militurn reliquit. Quem etiam ipſum coluit Antigon 
ne quid ſibi noceret, ſperans iterum Parthos ſihi ſubſidio tu- 
turos. 


I 3 from 
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from the Parthians, and until ſuch Time as 

that General had been in Judea, under pre- 
tence of relieving Foſeph, who was cloſe 
ſhut up in Maſſada, but in reality to make 
his Market of Antigonus, and to get what 
Money he could of him. Now we arc in- 
formed by Appian , That Ventidius was firſt 
ſent by Antony againſt the Parthians, imme- 
diately after the Peace of Brunduſium, in or 
about the Month of September, An. U. C. 
714. juſt as the Winter was coming on ; ſo 
that it was impoſſible for him to get Forces 
enough together, and to make Head againſt 
the Parthians, who were then in Poſſeſſion 
of all Hria, and the greateſt Part of Cilicia, 
before the Spring An. UV. C. 715. And accord- 
ingly we find that Dio w places the Defeat of 
Labienus in Cilicia, the Expulſion of the Par- 
thians from Syria, and the Arrival of Venti. 
dius in Judea, this Year, Martio et Sabino 
Coff. It is therefore certain, that Herod nei- 
ther did nor could enter upon any Action in 
 Judea, till the Spring of the Year 71s. at 
the ſooneſt; but moſt probably, not before the 


De Bello Civili, p. 709. Mox (ſcilicet poſt Pacem 
„ ad res urgentes obeundas uterq; amicos di- 
miſit, Ventidium in Aſiam Antonius, ut reprimeret Par- 
thos, Labienumq; &c. | 

vw Lib. xlviii. p. 380 —382 


Summet 
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Summer of that Year was pretty far advanced. 
Wherefore, ſuppoſing that Herod (et out from 


Rome in Oftober, An. U. C. 714. immediatc- 
ly after he was declared King by the Senate, 
it is moſt certain that the Firſt Minter, or the 
firſt Six or Seven Months or more, viz. from 


Offober, An. LU. C. 714. to May or June, 
An. U.C. 715. muſt have been wholly taken 
up in his Voyage from Rome to Ptolemais; 
in railing Forces, and making other neceſſauy 
Preparations at that Place; and in waiting till 
Ventidlius had driven the Parthians intirely 
out of Judea, and thereby made it ſafe for 
him to enter upon Action, and to venture to 
attempt the Relief of his Friends ſhut up in 


Maſſada w. 
2dly, 


w Lamy is ſo far from thinking that Herod could bs in a 
Condition to make Head againſt Antigonus ſo ſoon as the 
Spring of the Year 715. that he imagines be ſpent that whole 
Year in making the neceſſary Preparations for War. His 
Word; are theſe : Abiit, ut opinor, Herodi annus ille, dum 
ornatus regia dignitate dimitritur : Inviſit amicos ; rependit 
grates; portum petit, parat navim, ventos fayentes expectat, 
conficit navigationem; reparat damna; colligit exercitum, 
quo inſtructus poſtea Prolemaidem appulit, ut narrat Joſe- 
phus. Reliqua pars anni ſuperioris, ſi aliqua fuerit à die 

uo rex fuit deſignatus, non multorum dierum putanda. 
Brevi autem tempore exercitus non comparatus eſt a viro, 
qui ſpoliatus erat bonis ſuis, et cui ſolus regis Titulus datus 
fuerat. Modo patebit principio hujuſce anni (715.) quem 
attigimus, Parthos toram Syriam, et ideo Ptolemaida ſub- 
ditam tenuiſſe, quz jam - a Romanis recepta erat, cum in 
Hanc venit. Aliter rem fieri non potuiſſe conſtaret, etiamſi 


Joſephus non affirmaret Herodem non antea appuliſſe Ptole- 
I + a maida, 
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240), Dogs not Joſephus clearly and ex- 
preſly inform us *, That Herod, in the firſt 
Campaign which he made, reduced the great- 
eſt Part of Galilee to his Obedience? That he 
took Joppe, a Place of conſiderable Strength! 
That he raiſed the Siege of Maſſada? That 
he incamped before Jeruſalem ; that he put 
a Gariſon into Jericho; and then ſent the 
Roman Troops into Winter-Quarters y ? That 
after this he went himſelf firſt to Samarza, 
where he left his Mother and other Relations ; 
then went and ſubdued all the Robbers of 
Galilee, except ſuch as retreated to, and took 


maida, quam 2 Ventidio pulſi ſunt Syria Parthi. In Ap- 
parat. Chronol. c. vi. f 3. p. 22. But as the learned No- 
ris makes Herod enter upon Action much ſooner than he could 
poſſibly be in a Condition to appear in the Field againſt an 
Enemy; ſo, on the other hand, the learned Lamy delays it 
as much too long, by putting off his Arrival at Ptolemais to 
the Tear of Rome 716. Hoc rantum anno (viz. 716.) 
Herodes appulit Ptolemaida, collectis non mediocribus co- 
Bin tum ex conductitio, tum ex ſuæ gentis milite. Modò 
arthi ceſſerant Syria victi fugatiq; a Ventidio; ante quam 
A receptamq; a Romanis Syriam, Herodes non auſus 
eſlet reverti in Judæam, in qua Antigonus adjutus favore 
Parthorum regnabat; ergo iterum dicam, non ſtatim ac 
rex declaratus eſt, rediit in Judæam; ſed trivit tempus, et 
Annum conſumpſit in parando Exercitu, dum Ventidius 
Parthos profligaret, quod liquidd ſignificat Joſephus. Ibid. 
F. 24. 13 
* Antiq. Jud. Lib. xiv. c. 15. p. 650 — 652. 
Lib. xiv. c. 15. $3. p. 651. Et Rex quidem, relicto 
Hierichunte prefidio, reverſus eſt : et Romanum exercitum 
in eas regiones, quæ deditionem fecerant, Idumæam, et 
Galilæam, et Samariam, in hyberna dimiſit. 
Shelter 
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Shelter in Dens and Caves; and then ſent his 
own Troops into Winter-Quarters * . And 
is not this plainly the Second Winter? And 
does not Joſephus further inform us, That 
Mark Antony came and took up his Reſidence 
at Athens this very Winter * £ 


3. Doxs not Joſephus further inform us b, 
That as ſoon as this Second Winter was over, 
Ventidius ſent Orders to Silo, injoining him 
firſt to aſſiſt Herod againſt Antigonus, and 
then to come with the Forces under his Com- 
mand into Syria, in order to join and ſtrengthen 
his own Army, which he was then drawing 
together from all Parts, in order to give Battle 
to the Parthians ? That thereupon Herod 
ſent Silo away to Ventidius's Aſſiſtance; and 
went himſelf once more againſt the Robbers 
of Galilee, and totally ſubdued them? That 
this done, he left Ga/zlee under the Care of 
Ptolemy, and went to Samaria, with Deſign 
to give Battle to Antigonus; but that, being 
ſoon after informed that the Galileans had re- 
volted again, and killed Prolemy, he returned 


2 Antiq. lib. xiv. c. 15. §4. p. 652. Deinde ſuis viritim 
centum et quinquaginta argenti drachmas dividit, ducibus 
autem multò plus, et in hyberna eos dimiſit. 

s Id. lib. xiv. c. 15. $ 5. p. 652. Sub id tempus Anto- 
nius Athenis commorabatur. 65 

Antiq. Jud. lib. xiv. c. 15. p. 652-656. 

| back 
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back into Galilee, and reduced that Country 
once more to his Obedience? That while 
Herod was thus employed in Galilee, he re- 
ccived (about the Middle of June, for we 
know from Ovid, that this Victory was ob. 
tained on the 8th of that Month) the welcome 
News that Ventidius had killed Pacorus, and 
intirely deſtroyed the whole Parthian Army? 
That after this Battle Ventidius ſent Machæ- 
ras with Two Legions, and a Thouſand Horſe, 
to Herod's Aſſiſtance? That Herod finding 
Machæras not much better inclined to favour 
his Cauſe than Silo had been before, left his 
Brother ' Foſeph with an Army to guard the 
Country, and went himſelf firſt to Antioch 
| ? 

and from thence to Samoſata, to pay a Viſit to 
Antony ? That during Herod's Abſence, Fo- 
ſeph's Army was defeated, and himſelf killed? 
That towards the Cloſe of this Summer An- 
tony made Peace with Antiochus; raiſed the 
Siege of Samoſata, and made Saſius Governor 
of Hria? That upon Herods Return into 
Galilee, he revenged his Brother's Death, re- 
took many Places, and, had it not been for 
the Severity of the Winter e, would probably 
| t have 


© That Antony made Peace with Antiochus, and raiſed 
the Siege of Samoſata, late in the Tear, and that Herod 
war prevented from taking Jeruſalem by the Severity of the 


next enſuing Winter, the learned Noris himſelf agg" at 
; large, 
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have taken Jeruſalem itſelf? And is not this 
plainly the Third Winter f— 


large, Cenotaph. Piſan. p. 144. Scribit vero Plutarchus 
de Samoſatenis, ſays he, Ob deſperationem in audaciam ver ſt, 
diu Antonium in oppugnatione intentum tenuere. Ita obſi- 
dium in adultam æſtatem protractum eſt. Et paulo» poſt 3 
Herodes ſummo cum honore ab Antonio dimiſſus, qui ad- 
venientem etiam pari comitate exceperat, apud Daphnem 
Antiochiæ intellecta nece fratris Joſephi, acceptis ab Anto- 
nio duabus Legionibus, quædam oppida vi cepit, ac diri- 
puit; dein cum Pappo Antigoni duce ſigna contulit, atq; 
hoſtes ad internecionem cæcidit; eodemg; victoriæ impetn 
ad expugnandam Hieroſolymam exercitum duxiſſet; ei uh 
eiuò trexs Baflvs, inquit Joſephus, (lib. xiv. c. 15. § 12. 
P. 656.) hoc elt, niſi eum hiems aſpera prohibuiſſet. Inter- 
pres vertit, Niſi repente valida tempeſtas irruiſſet. Rectè 
tamen, lib. i. Belli Jud. c. 13. ubi eadem hiſtoria repetitur, 
hæc Grzca Joſephi verba, «1 H «par Þizrorvin gpoder- 
719, interpretatur ; Niſi vehementi hieme prohibitus fu- 
iſſet. Poſt tredecim vero verſus ſcribit; AnZa#ſog e 78 
Nears &c. Latine reddit Interpres, Poſt hc ubi tempeſtas 
ſævit, moto inde exercitu, venit Hieroſolymam, et caſtra 
prope urbem metatus eſt, anno tertio poſtquam Rome Rex 
declaratus fuerat. Hic quoq; ambigua vox x, Inter- 
pretem in errorem induxit. At in libro primo Belli cit. 
ubi eadem narrans ait; Awpizaylcs d's 75 yeu@rs, optimè 
legit ; #bi autem rigor hiemis ceſſit. Equidem hyemem in- 
ſtaſſe rerum eo anno geſtarum ſeries evincit. Menſe Junio 
Ventidius cum Pacoro conflixit, cum Antonius Athenis in 
Aſiam tranſmiſſurus erat, qui menſe Julio in caſtra apud 
Samoſatam venit. Obſidium verò diu perduraſſe auctor 
eſt Plutarchus. Etenim cives obſtinata defenſione ed rem 
adduxere, ut Antonius, oppugnatione omiſla, trecentis dun- 
taxat talentis turpiter acceptis, ab obſidione deſiſteret. Igitur 
uſq; in autumnum obſidium protractum fuit. Cum verd 
Herodes, deditis Samoſatis, Antonium Antiochiam uſq; pro- 
ſecutus, binis ab eodem legionibus acceptis, in Palzſtinam 
venerit, ac quing; oppida haud magni momenti, ac proinde 
oſepho nequaquam nominata cepiſſet, inito cum Pappo 
certamine, ſuperior evalit. Harum rerum ſeries exitum 
autumni indicat , ac propterea vox X«peay apud Foſephum, 
non ſubitam aeris procellam, fed hiemem inſtantem deſignat. 


4. Dors 
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4. Doxs not Joſephus d further inform us, 
That as ſoon as this Winter was over, Herod 
came and fat down with his Army before Je. 
raſalem ? That having made the neceſſary 
Diſpoſitions for a formal Siege, he returned 
to Samaria, and married Mariamne? That 
after his Nuptials, Soſus came with a great 
Army to his Aſſiſtance; and that they there- 
upon took the City in the 34 Month, in the 
Summer- Time, and in a Sabbatical Year ? And 
from the whole Courſe of this Narration, what 
can be more evident than this, That Herod 
made Three ſeveral and diſtinct Campaigns, 
and that there paſſed Three ſeveral Winters, 
between the Time that he was declared King 
at Nome, and the Taking of Ferufalem by 
Sofas and himſelf ? Can any Man, who will 
give himſelf Leave to conſider theſe Things 
coolly and impartially, make the leaſt Doubt, 
whether Joſephus has rightly, and conſiſtently 
with himſelf, placed this great Event in the 
Conſulſhip of Marcus Agrippa and Caninius 
Gallus, and in the 717th Year of Rome? 


. Our learned Antiquary wonders that no- 
body before him had obſerved, That there had 


. 4 Antiq. Jud. lib. xiv. c. 15 & 16. p. 656.659. 
5 „„ paſſed 
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paſſed only Two Winters between Heraus 
being declared King at Rome, and the taking 
of Jeruſalem: But may we not now retore 
the Argument, and wonder much more in 
our Turn, How ſo eminent and accurate a 
Writer could poſlibly miſs obſerving, that 
there muſt of Neceſſity have paſt Three Win- 
ters within that Period of Time ? | 


Bur further; What does this great and 
learned Writer mean by aſſerting, as he does, 
That Antony took up his Quarters at Athens 
the firſt Winter after the Peace of Brundu- 
zum f ? That Ocfavia was then and there de- 
livered of a Daughter, by Marcellus her for. 
mer Husband 6? And that the next Summer 
after this, vis. An. U. C. 715. Yentidius 
killed Pacorus, and totally defeated the Par- 


* Prom theſe Words the Reader may think that I look wpou 
myſelf as the firſt that diſcovered Cardinal Noris's Mijtuke 
about the Number of theſe Winters : And, indeed 1 
wrote theſe Papers, I thought T bad been the tft; but T 
find ſinte that I was miſtaten; and that with „ 10 
this, as well as ſome other Particulars relating to this Part 
of the Controverſy, the learned Pagi has been beforehand 
with me. See his Apparat. Chronol. in Annal. Baronii, p. 
16—21. and his Addenda et Corrigenda, pag. 300, 301. 

f Cenotaph. Piſan. Diſſert. ii. c. 6. p. 141. Antonius 
vero una cum Cæſare terreſtri itinere in rediir, ac 
paulo poſt ex Italia diſcedens, hibernavit thenis cum Octa- 
via, ſicut ante (anno fuperiori) Alerandriæ cum Cleapatri 
HFabemus igitur primam hiemem, poſtquam Herodes 


a Romanis regnum 
8 Id. ibid. p. 143. 2 5 
1 5 thians ? 
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fhians h? Has he any Authority for theſe 


Things from Dio, or from Appian, or from 
Plutarch? Either J am wholly blind, and 


cannot ſee; or he has intirely, and in every 
Particular, miſtaken and miſrepreſented every 
one of theſe Facts: Nor has the learned Har- 
moniſt ſucceeded better in his Account of the 
Tranſactions of theſe Three Years, vis. 715, 
716, and 717, in Hria; fave only that he 
tightly places the Taking of Jeruſalem by 
Herod and Sofius, An. U.C. 717. Apparat. 
po mine c. 6. $ 4. p. 36—39. 0 


Do not Dio, Appian, and Plutarch in- 
form us, That, upon the Peace concluded be. 
tween Czſar and Antony at Brunduſium, An. 
U. C. 714. they made a new Partition of the 
Provinces between them i? That Cæſar had 


Sardinia, Dalmatia, Hiſpania, and Gallia ? 


That Antony had all the Provinces beyond the 


Tonian Sea to the River Euphrates ? That to 
cement this new Alliance, Ofavia, Czfar's 
Siſter, and the Widow of Marcellus, was im- 
mediately betrothed to Antony k ? That by 


| 14 ibid. p. 143; 


. --4 Dio, lib. xlviii. 


- Appian. de Bellis G «to lib. v. 2 26-4 


Plutarch. in Antonio, p 


& Appian. de Bell. Gixil. 15. v. p. 709. Platarch. ” 
v N p. 929. 
Agreement, 


S. Matthew and S. Luke's Goſpels. 127 
Agreement, Ceſar was to undertake the War 
againſt Pompey, who was then in Poſſeſſion 
of Sicily, and Maſter of the Seas? That An- 
tony was to manage the War againſt Labie- 
nus and the Parthians 2 That for this Pur- 
poſe he immediately diſpatched away Venti- 
dius into Afia! ? That after this, they came 
both to Rome, where they were received, as 
it were, in Triumph, and had many Marks of 
Honour conferred upon them by the People, 
and where Antony immediately ſolemnized 
his Nuptials with Ofavia® ? That Pompey, 


being 


1 Idem ibid. p. 709. | | f „ 
m Id. de Bell. Civil. lib. v. p. 710. Dio, lib. Xlviii. p. 375. 
Plutarch. in Vita Antonii, p. 929. Ubi placuit utriq; conditio, 
Romam profecti ſunt ad Octaviæ nuptias celebrandas. Nute, 
according to our preſent Copies of Dio, Octavia is ſaid to have 
been with Child by her former Husband, when Antony mar- 
ried ber; but, as Appian obſerves, That theſe Nuptials were 
agreed upon at Brunduſium, and ſoon after conſummated at 
Rome, without taking any Notice of this Circumſtance ; and 
ſince Plutarch tells us the ſame, with this farther Circum- 
ſtance, That the Senate upon this Occapon 2 with the 
Law, which obliged Women to continue Widows Ten Months 
er the Death of their Husbands ; and ſince he is / Jer 
om inſinuating, that ſhe was at that Time with Child by 
her former Husband, that he tells us in the very next Page, 
That ſhe brought Antony 4 Daughter before he left Italy ebe 
next Summer ; I am very much inclined to think, that the 
Text in Dio is corrupted, and that inſtead of the Words, 
Kai Thy 'Olasiar THY Ts Keaigapos dd erqns yulaine T6 A- 
Vit, £Tedh 6 avig avTHN5 ETETEASUTINE, Kal KUSTAY Teopurt- 
S£vozpueyer ; thus tranſlated by Leunclavius, Et Octayiam 
Cæſaris ſororem, marito ejus defuncto, prægnantem tum, 
Antonio Conjugem conciliaverant : We ought to read them 
abus, Kei Tir "OxTaxiay i v Kaigago, dh, yurdiza 
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being left out of the Peace of Brunduſium, 
took Jardinia, infeſted the Coaſt of Iraly, 


and intercepted all Proviſions coming by Sea 
to Rome ? And that thereupon the City be- 


ing reduced to great Straits, the People mur- 
mured, grew extremely troubleſome, and at 
laſt forced Cz/ar and Antony to offer Terms 
of Peace to Pampey, about the Cloſe of the 
Year 714 ⁰ 


AGAIN : Do not the ſame Authors » in- 
form us, That the next Year, viz. An. U. C. 
715, Cæſar and Antony impoſed ſundry Taxes 
on the People, and advanced many to the Se. 
natorial Dignity, under Pretence of aſſiſting 

Antony in the Expedition which he was then 
preparing againſt the Partbians? That after 
this, Cæſar and Autauy went to Baie, in 

order to confer and make up all Matters in 
Difference with Pompey, who then lay with 

"29 Alovio, wniidl 6 dig ard irererneuTINE, x ſtor 

Lear Tppuntreus a puever ; that is, Et Octaviam Cæſaris ſoro- 

rem, marito ejus defunQo, jam Antonio deſponſatam, uxo- 
rem ct ambierant : That is, the People of Rome, who had 
beard that Octavius Cæſar had promiſed his Siſter to Anto- 
By, when the Peace was made at Brunduſium, they were 

Very defirous to fee the Nuptials conſummated ; hoping, as 


Nlutareh obſerves, That by ſuch a Cement the Peace between 
ib Brother and the Hushand might prove the more laſting. 


* Dio, lib. xlviii. p. $75; 376. Jam in exitu erat ammus. 
 Appian. de Bello Civil. lib. v. p. 710, 711. 
f lib. v. P- 712—716. 


Dio, lib. xIviii, p. 377388. Appian. de Bello Civil. 
3 | 3 
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his Fleet off of Miſenum? That when they had 
ſettied and agreed upon the Terms and Condi: 
tions of Peace, and among other Things; that 
Pompey ſhould keep Sicily, and have the Go. 
vernment of Achaia added to it for Five Yeats; 
he withdrew with his Fleet to Sicily, and 
Ceſar and Antony returned with their Forces 
by Land to Rome That about Zane or Fu: 
ly, An. U. C. 715. Octavia brought An. 
tony a Daughter? That ſoon after this he ſet 

Out 


4 Platarch tells us expreſly, That before Antuny left fta: 
55 Octavia brought him a Daughter; in Vitd Antoni, p. 

30. Antonius, re familiari ſui Cæſari mandatd, Italid ex- 
ceſſit. Octaviam in Græciam uſq; duxit ſecum, ex qui 
jam filiam ſuſtulerat; Ovydl]pisysyorore A TTOI Z. Now, 
fince Antony could not marry Ocfavia till October, An: 
U. C. 714; it is evident that Octavia could not have this 
Daughter by him till about June, An. U. C. 715. and con- 
ſequently that Antony did not leave Italy before this Titne 1 
Nay, we know certainly from many other Circumſtances; 
that Antony remained in Iraly all the firſt Winter after the 
Peace of Brunduſium; and that the firſt Winter which he 
ſpent with Octavia at Athens, was that. which began iti 

ober or November, An. U. C. 715. and ended iti March 
or April, An. U. C. 716: So that nothing can be tiore 
ſurprizing than to ſee the learned Noris affirming, That 
Antony ſpent the firſt Winter after the Peace of Brunduſium 
at Athens with Octavia; that ſhe was delivered there of 
this Daughter; and that it was 4 Daughter not of Antoiy'sz - 
but of Marcellus het firſt Husband : Cenotaph. Piſan. p. 142. 
But, as a furthet Proof that this was a Daughter by Antonys 
it may be obſerved, that Antony came into Italy in the 
Spring of the Year 717, as appears from Dio, lib. Alvin. p: 
390. 11. vlix. p. 405. and from Appian, De Bell. Civil. lib. 
L. P. 725. And Plutarch obſerves, (in Vitâ Antonii, p. 93 1. 
That #4 this Time Octavia 2 along with him; that — 


1 
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out with her upon his Parthian Expedition? 
That he ſpent the Remainder of this Sum- 
mer in Greece, partly in taking his Pleaſures, 
and partly in impoveriſhing the People, be- 
cauſe by Agreement that Country was to be 
yielded up to Pampey? That the Winter fol- 
lowing, vg. from October or November, An. 
U. C. 715, to March or April, An. U. C. 
716. he took up his Reſidence at Athens 
with Odtauia, as he had done formerly at 
Alexandria with Cleopatra? And, laſtly, That 
while Antony took his Pleaſures in Italy and 
Greece this Year, Ventidius defeated Labie- 
nus in Cilicia ; beat the Parthians, who 
guarded the Streights of the Amanus; and 
recovered all Syria and Paleſtine without 
ſtriking another Blow? So Dio expreſly con- 
cludes his Annals for this Year 3 bac eo tem. 


pore geſta ſunt *. 


FURTHER : Does not Dio in the laſt nine 
Pages of his 48th Book, and in the firſt twelve 


had then another Daughter by him; and was then with 
Child again. His Words are theſe ; *Ev]aube Thy O] 
(ourima yao ans Tig EMA“ auto) Jinliioar H 
pos Toy ge, "ETKTON E O TEAN, ian d x AEY'- 
TEPON it ars OTTA'TPION Eyovoar. So that nothi 
can be more evident, than that the firſt Daughter whic 
Plutarch mentions a little before, was a Daughter of An- 
tony s, as well as this ſecond. 6 | 
4 Lib. xvii. p. 382. 


Pages 
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Pages of his 49th Book, viz. from Pape 383 
to Page 403. Ed. Han. 1606. confine his 
Narrationwholly to Cæſar and Antonys Affairs 
in Italy, and to the Wars between Cæſar and 
Pompey, An. U. G. 716, 717, 718. and ſo 
forwards to the Death of Pompey, An. U. G. 

719? This done; Does he not return imme⸗ 
diately to the Affairs of Syria, (Page 401 
405.) and give us the Continuation of Ven. 
tidiuss Wars in that Country? Does he not 
tell us, That while Ventidiuss Troops wete 
as yet in Winter-Quarters; and the Cities of 
Syria in no Condition to defend themſelves; 
he was troubled to hear that Patorus was pre- 
paring to come again, with a formidable Army; 
againſt him ? That he was forced to have Re- 
courſe to a Stratagem in order to gain Time; 


and to be able to get all his Forces together; 


before the Parthian Army paſſed the Euphr« 
tes? That as ſoon as they had paſſed that Ri- 
ver, he gave them Battle; killed Parorus the 
King's Son; and totally deſtroyed their whole 
Army ? That ſoon aftet this glorious Victory; 
which, according to Ovid *, was obtained on 
the 8th Day of June, Veutidius went and 
aged Antiochus, King of Commagene, int 


F Ad Sextum Iduum fusil. Mors Ctaſk et ſuorum. Et 
Fag. lib. vi. p. 669. Ed. Delph. 


K 2 the 


| 
| 
| 
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the City of Samoſata 2 That while he lay 
before that Place, Antony came himſelf, as it 


were, unexpected; and envying Ventidius for 


the Glory which he had gained, removed him 
from the Command of the Army, and never 
employed him afterwards in any other Affair? 
That Antony finding it more difficult to take 
the City of Samoſata than he expected, and 
ſuſpecting that the Atmy bore him no Good- 
will, on Account of his ill Treatment of Ven. 
tidius, he patched up a Peace privately with 
Antiochus; raiſed the Siege of Samoſata ; ap- 
pointed Sus Governor of Syria and Cilicia; 
and then ſet out on his Return for Italy ? 
Now, from the whole Courſe of Dios Nar- 
ration, what can be more evident, than that 
all theſe Things were tranſacted between the 
Spring and Autumn, An. U. C. 716 ? Nay, 
does not Dio himſelf ſay ſo, in ſo many 
Words t, Heæc geſta ſunt Claudio & N or- 
bano Coff. ? 


Ir it ſhould be alledged that theſe Words 
of Dio have reference only to the Words im- 
mediately preceding them, and that they im- 


port no more, but that Soſſus took Jeruſalem, 


and that Antony gave the Kingdom of Judea 


8 Dio, lib. xlix, Pag. 4051 
to 
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to one Herod, and put Antigonus, his Com- 
petitor, to Death, this Year, viz. An. U. C. 
716. I anſwer in the firſt Place, That Dio 
| had before informed us at large, (ib. xlviii. p. 
380—382.) how Ventidius firſt beat the 
Parthians, and recovered Syria out of their 
Hands, Marcio & Sabino Coſſ. An. U. C. 715. 
that he concludes (p. 382.) the Hiſtory of all 
that Year's Affairs with theſe Words; Tavre 
N wv ev Tel oypove r tfevela 3 her eo tempore, 
vel eo anno geſtæ ſunt. That from Page 383, 
Line 1, to Page 403, Line 28, he gives us 
the Hiſtory of the Wars, and other Affairs, 
between Cæſar, Antony, and Pompey, in 
Italy and Sicily for the Years of Rome 716, 
717, and 718. That from Page 403 to Page 
411, he reſumes and continues the Hiſtory of 
Antony's Affairs in the Faſt for the ſame Num- 
ber of Years, vg. for the Years of Rome 
716, 717, and 718. That from Page 403, 
Line 29, beginning with theſe Words, 2 3 
Sn T8 Aylwvis, Oc. to Page 405, Line 46, 
ending with theſe Words, er: N 40 18 14 
Ka, Ts Te Npgavs Te & ros eyivera 

bec geſta ſunt Claudio et Norbano Caſfſ he 
relates the Tranſactions of the Year 716 in 
Hria; and among others the laſt total Defeat 
of the Parthians by Ventidius. That he tells 
Wh (Page 405, Line 47.) that Antony ſpent 
S5 all 
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all the next Year, vig. the Yeag 717, in go- 
ing and coming to and from Traly ; And, 
Laſtly, That from Page 406, Line 20, ta 
Page 411, Line 23, he gives us the Hiſtory 
of Antony's pro age into Media and Ar- 
menia, O. An. U. C. 718. Nov, if the 
learned Reader will take the Trouble to exa- 
mine theſe ſeveral Particulars with one ano- 
ther, I will then ſubmit it, Whether it is not 
moſt cyident, that Dio places the laſt total 
Defeat of the Parthians by Ventidius in the 
716th Year of Rome ? Whether, by placing 
it in that Year, he is not perſectly conſiſtent 
with himſelf ? And whether any Man can 
place it in any other Year, without making 


him contradict himſelf ? 


Bur, Secondly, Since it is now manifeſt, 
That Dio places the laſt total Defeat of the 
Parthians by Ventidius, in the Conſulſhip of 
Claudius and Norbanus, An. U. C. 7163 ſince 
it muſt likewiſe be admitted, That he places 
the Taking of Feru/alem by Soſius in the fame 
Vear; and ſince it is further acknowledged on 
all Hands, That Jeruſalem was not taken by 
Sofus till the Year after Ventidiuss Victory; 
and conſequently, that Dio muſt be miſtaken 
with regard to the Time of the one or of the 
her the only Queſtion is, How this Miſ- 


take 
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take is to be rectified? And truly, in my hum- 


0 


ble Opinion, the Way ſeems now to lie ſo 


plain before us, that I do not ſee how we 


can well miſtake it. For, ſince it now ap- | 


pears ſo plainly from the Courſe of the Hiſto- 
ry, That the laſt total Defeat of the Parthz- 
ans by Ventidius, is rightly placed by Dio in 
the Year 716, and that it cannot. be placed in 
the preceding or ſubſequent Year, without 
making him wilfully and wittingly contradict 


himſelf ; I humbly think the greateſt Favour ' 


that he can expect at our Hands, is to ſay, 
that he mentions the Taking of Jeruſalem 
by Soars only ws &y wagoJy, and that he was 
not ſo well acquainted with the 7ewiſb At 
fairs about this Time, as to be ſingly depend- 


ed upon, and much leſs in Oppoſition to the 


Teſtimony of ſo conſiderable a Writer on the 
other Side, as Zoſephus. For, 1. He tells us , 
That Pacorus having ſubdued all Syr/a, went 
into Paleſtine, depoſed Hyrcanus, whom the 
Romans had ſet over that Country, and ſet up 
Ariſtobulus his Brother in his Place; whereas 
the Name of the Perſon whom Pacorus ſet up 


in the room of the depoſed Prince, was Autigo- 


nus, the Son of this Ariſtobulus; and ſo Dia 


himſelf calls him more than once afterwards . 
t Dio, lib. Xviii. p. 372, 373- 
Lib. xlviii. p. 382. : Lib. Ve p. 405. 8 
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2. Dio lays, That Soſius took Jeruſalem on 4 
Sabbath-Day, whereas Foſephus only ſays that 
it was taken on a Faſt- Day. 3. Dio ſays that 
after Soſ/us had taken the City, Antony gave 
the Kingdom of Juda to one Herod, 'HewSy 
Ti: : But Herod was at this Time ſo far Be 
being ſuch an obſcure Perſon as this Phraſe 
would make him, that he had made himſelf 
well known in Hyria long before: And it is ſo 
far from being true, That Antony now con- 
ferred the Kingdom of Judea upon him, that 
it is certain he was declared King by the Se- 
nate at Rome, ſome Years before. 4. Dio 
ſays x, That Antony was not only not well 
pleaſed with Ventidiuss Victories, but that he 
even envied and affronted him for them, and 
turned him out of all his Employments. But 
Plutarch v, and Appian 2, on the contraty, 
inform us, That Antony reſpected him ſo 
much, that he ſent him to Rome to receive 
the Honours of a Triumph for the ſame, Ven- 
tidium honoratum fro meritis ad triumphum 
miſit. 5. Dio ſays 2, That Antony faſtened 
Antigonus to a Croſs, then whipped him, and 
at laſt killed him; Antigonum cruci alligatum, 


Hagris cecidit, ac deinde Jugulavit. But Jo- 


w Lib. xlix. p. 405. 


E Ibid. p. 404, 45. 
7 In Vira Antonii, p. 93 r. 


De Bellis Parth. p. 157, 5 
a Fepbutt 
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ſephus b, and Strabo, and Plutarch e, make no 
mention of the Croſs, nor of the Whipping, 
but only aſſure us, that he cauſed him to be 
beheaded, Securi percuſſin. More Inſtances, 
perhaps, of Dios Inaccuracy as to the Eaſtern 
Affairs about this Time might be produced; 
but I ſubmit it to the learned Reader, Whe- 
ther he is not much more excuſeable for any 
Slips which he may have made, in relation to 
Matters not ſo directly within his View, than 
they who would now ſet up his ſingle Au- 
thority in ſuch Matters againſt Foſephus, who 
wrote long before him, who wrote profeſſedly 
upon the Jewiſb Afﬀairs; and who has given 
us all the Particulars of the Siege of Feruſalem 
at large? I have dwelt the longer upon this Ar- 
gument, becauſe I find the learned Noris lay 

a very great Streſs upon it. 8 


Tax ſame excellent and highly eſteemed 
Writer makes uſe of another Argument in 
Favour of his Hypotheſis, which I could wiſh 
to be excuſed from mentioning ; but ſince he 
is pleaſed to repreſent it as a very formidable 
one d, and as a diſtinguiſhing Character of 

the 

Antiq. Lib. xv. c. 1. p. 661. 
eln Vita Antonii, p. 932. | 
1 Cenotaph. Piſan. Dirt ii. 6. 6. p. 161. Prolixiori 


* 
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the Times; perhaps I might incur ſome Blame, 
if I mould conclude this Eſſay without taking 
„ 


actà, ad Caium ac Lucium Cæſares redeo; à quibus tamen 
validiſſimutn argumentum deſumo, quo Herodiani Princi- 
patus Epocha, mihi ſuperius firmata, demonſtratur. Auctor 
eſt Joſephus filios Herodis, de paterni regni ſucceſſione li- 
tigantes, Romam ad Auguſtum integram cauſam detuliſſe; 
Auguſtum vero in amicorum concilio rem diſcuſſiſſe; Ni- 
colao Damaſceno Archelai cauſam defendente. Hæc de 
Auguſto ſcribit Joſephus, lib. xvii. c. 12. Interprete Gele 
nio: Amicos in conſilium advocat, et in his Caium, Agrippe 
Julie fille ſus filium, jam à ſe 'adoptatum, primum ei 
locum in eonfiſtorio t#ibyens. Hoc judicium habitum eſt 
An. U. C. 751. Ita ut nec in annum ſuperiorem, nec in 
aempiatm ptoxitmè inſequentium protrahi poſit. Primum 
mud infertur ex Annis Herodis; fiquidem A. U. 750. men- 
ſe Octobris, complevit annum Regni à Romanis dati 36. 
Quare, etiamſt vixiſſet alterum ' menſetn, ac deceſſiſſet die 
Cirtiter 25 Novembris, inito anno trigeſimo ſeptimo, quæ 
eſt Uſſerii ſententia, cauſa ſucceſſionis Regni An. U. C. 
751. agitata fuiſſet. Natn 'Archelaus; celebrato apud Hie- 
roſolymam Paſchate, Romam navigavit ad Auguſtum. 
Alterum vero, nempe memoratum judiciutn in proximos 
annos, quod pro arbitrio faciunt vulgò ſcriptores, protrahi 
non poſſe, eo! manifeſtè oſtenditur, quod unus Caius Cæ- 
far inter judices ſedere juſſus eſt. Anno Urbis proximo 
752. Lucius Cæſar Virilem Togam induit, ac omnibus ho- 
noribus exornatus eſt, quos die ſui tyrocinii Caius ejuſdem 
frater ante triennium tulerat ; et ſanè eidem permiſſum 
fuerat, ut in Senatum iret, ex Dione, lib. lv. et in Excerp- 
tis à Zonara. Quare, ſi judicium illud habitum fuiſſet A. 
U. 75 . aut quopiam inſequentium, Auguſtus Lucium 
quoq; Cæſarem ad idem judicium -accerſiviflet, quod præ- 
ſertim Lucius erat eo anno Conſul deſignatus: Superius 
vero Cap. 2. pluribus veterum teſtimoniis oſtendi, Con- 
ſules 1 ut plurimum ſententiam ante alios * i 
ſolitos. Neque fingi poteſt Lucius ab eo judicio ab 


ri 
Au- 
guſto, quòd eſſet junior, excluſus fuiſſe. Nam erat Prin- 
ceps juventutis, Conſul deſignatus, in Augurum idem Col- 
legium cooptatus, omnibus deniq; honorum titulis Caio 
majori natu fratri æquatus. Quas quidem tum ſacras tum 

| | Nrofanas 
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any Notice of it. From the Hiſtory of Caius 
Cæſar, ſays he, it appears, That Archelaus, 
Antipas, and Philip, came to Rome, ſubmit- 
ted their ſeveral Pretenſions to, and pleaded 
their Cauſe before Auguſtus, An. U. C. 751. 
And therefore he concludes, That Herod their 
Father muſt have died An. U. C. 750. But 
how, I pray, does it appear from the Hiſtory 
of Caius, That thoſe Three Princes came to 
Rome, and pleaded their Cauſe before Au- 
guſtus, An. U. C. 751, rather than An. U. C. 
752 Why, Caius was elected Conſul about 
the Cloſe of the Vear 748, but was not to 
hold the Office till after the Expiration of 5 
Vears; and on the 1* Day of January, An. 
L. C. 749, he had likewiſe the Taga Viriis 
given him, and was publicly declared of Age, 
or to be come to Man's Eſtate. And about 
the Cloſe of the Year 751, and on the 14 
Day of January, An. U. C. 752, Lucius had 
the ſame Honours conferred on him; and by 
Virtue of theſe Honours they both had a Right 
2 dignitates eidem Auguſtus contulerat, ne qua inter 
lios invidia erutnperet ; cut ſane aditum Princeps aperu- 
iſſet, ſi admiſſo Caio, Luciùm pari eum illo dignitate præ- 
ditum à memorato conſilio excluſiſſet. This is the Argu- 
ment at large, and in the Author's own Words. Aud thus 
from the Hiſtory of Caius Cægʒar, be gives us a diſtinguiſhing 


Character: Inſignem Characterem Anni Obitus Herodis, 
2. be expreſſes it in the Contents prefix'd to this cher. 


to 
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to a Seat in the Senate, and to be preſent at 
all the public Counſels. Very well: I grant 
all this likewiſe. But how can it be proved 
from hence, That the Three Fewzſh Princes 
came to Rome, and pleaded their Cauſe be- 
fore Auguſtus, An. U.C. 751 ? Why, in the 
firſt Hearing which thoſe Princes had before Au- 
guſtus, Joſephus mentions Caius as one of the 
Aſſeſſors with Auguſtus, but makes no Mention 
of Lucius as one of them: And therefore our 
learned Antiquary concludes, That this Hearing 
muſt have been had An. U.C. 751. before Lu- 
cius was elected Conſul, and declared to be 
of Age. But, with great Submiſſion, I think 
this does not neceſſarily follow. For, ſuppoſe- 
ing this firſt Hearing to have been had in 
May or June, An. U. C. 75 2. as I have placed 
it; I would then ask, Was it a Public Hear- 
ing before the Senate? Ot was it a Private 
one before Auguſtus? The latter, moſt cer- 
tainly: For all the Matters in Diſpute here, 
related ſolely to One of the Provinces, which 
he had reſerved in his own Diſpoſal. Sup- 
poſing then that Caius and Lucius, by Virtue 
of their being Conſuls Elect, or otherwiſe, 
had a Right to a Seat in the Senate, and to 
be preſent at all the Public Councils; Does 
it follow that they could claim it as their 
Right, © to be preſent at the Hearing of ſuch a 

| Cauſo 
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Cauſe as this? Surely, no Man will ſay they 
had: The Senate itſelf had no Right at this 
Time to intermeddle in ſuch an Aﬀair. Was 
not Auguſtus then perfectly at Liberty to ſum- 
mon Caius or Lucius, or both, or neither, 
juſt as he thought fit, and that without giving 
any juſt Offence to the one or the other ? 
Yes, undoubtedly. Or, Might not Lucius be 
abſent, or out of Order, or otherwiſe engaged 
at the Time that Auguſtus admitted the e- 
iſb Princes to a Private Hearing? And might 
not this be the Reaſon why he was not _ | 
ſent at it? 


Bur further: Suppoſing Lucius to have 
been in Rome, and in perfect Health, and no 
otherways employed at the Time; Was not 
Caius then ſhortly deſigned to be ſent againſt 
the Parthians, and other Eaſtern: Nations, 
who had revolted from the Romans? And 
therefore, when the Cauſe of theſe Eaſtern 
Princes was to be heard and tried before Au- 
guſtus, might not this be a good Reaſon why 
Caius might be particularly ſummoned to be 
preſent at it? And why Lucius, who was 
then but about 15 Years old, and was intend- 
cd to be ſent into another Part of the Em- 
pire, might be omitted or excuſed ? 


. — — — — — — 
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To conclude : I would be glad to be in- 
formed, how it can be proved that Lucius was 
not preſent at the Private Hearing of the 
Three Jewiſb Princes, as well as Caius ? 
Jaſephus mentions Two Hearings ; the firſt 
Private © ; and the other Public, in the 
Temple of Apallo f. In his Account of the 
Firſt, he ſays indeed, That Cazus was preſent, 
and that he ſat in the Firſt Seat. But becauſe 
Foſephus does not ſay, That Lucius was there, 
nor that he was placed in the Second Seat; 
Muſt we thereforc neceſſarily conclude that. 
he was not there at all? If this be a fair Way 
of Reaſoning, then by the ſame Rule we muſt 
conclude, That neither the one nor the other 
of them was preſent at the Public Hearing in 
the Temple of Apollo 8. I will therefore 


Antiq. Jud. lib. xvii. c. 9. P. 775- 
f Ibid. c. 3: p. 783. 
s Some of the Roman Writers, as the learned Cardinal 

well obſerves, (Cenotaph. Piſan. p. 25 3.) inform us, That 
when Tiberius applied to Auguſtus for Leave to return from 
Rhodes to Rome, An. U. C. 755. Auguſtus would not grant 
his Requeſt, till he. acquainted Caius with it, and had his 
Conſent. But they ſay nothing of Lucius, nor that his Con- 
ſent was asked upon this Occaſion. Shall we therefore con- 
clude, that Lz:ius was dead before Tiberius asked Leave to 
return ? According to the learned Noris's Way of Reaſon- 
ing, we may as well conclude that he was dead at this 
Time, as that he wag not declared of Age, or not elected 
Conſul, or not preſent at the Firſt Hearing of the Three 


Feuiſb Princes. 
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leave it to the other Side, to take theit Choice: 
For, if they admit that Caius was preſent at 
the Public Hearing in the Temple of Apalla, 
notwithſtanding that Joſephus is intirely ſilent 
upon that Head; then by the fame Rule they 
muſt admit, that Lucius might have been pre- 
ſent at the Firſt Hearing, tho 7oſephus has 
not expreſly told us that he was. But if from 
the Silence of 7o/ephys in one Caſe, we may. 
conclude, That the Diſpute between the Three 
Jewiſb Princes was a Matter of that Indiffe- 
rence to Caius, who was then juſt upon the 
Point of ſetting out upon his Eaſtern, Expedi- 
tion, that he did not think it worth his while 
to attend at the Public Hearing ; then what 
hinders but that we may likewiſe, @ fortiori, 
conclude, That Lucius, whowasthen intend- 
ed to be ſent to command in the Weſtern Parts 
of the Empire, might not think it at all ne- 
ceſſary, or worth his while, to attend at either 
of theſe Hearings ? 


I HAVE now gone thro' the feyeral Heads 
which I propoſed to conſider, with regard to the 
Hiſtory of the Birth and Infancy of the Holy and 
Ever-bleſſed FESUS. I have ſhewn by what 
Steps we are naturally led to place his Birth on 
the 25th Day of December, An.U.C. 750. 1 
haye ſhewn that no material ObjeRion can be 

| made 
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made to the Placing it in that Vear, and on 
that Day; and I have ſhewn that by placing 
i in that Vear, and on that Day, all and every 
of the Circumſtances mentioned by the Holy 
Bunge ts, St. Matthew and St. Luke, may 
be fairly accounted for. And all that I ſhall 
| prefume to offer further upon this Great and 
; Adorable Myſtery of GOD made manifeſt in 
the FLESH, is only moſt humbly to beſcech 
him, That he would be mercifully pleaſed 
ſhortly to accompliſh that great Work for 
which he came into the World in this low 
and humble State; the Redemprion of the 
Fallen Race of 2 and the Ne of 
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